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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2011 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Washington, DC. 

The Committee met, pursuant to call, at 9:37 a.m., in room 2141, 
Rayburn House Office Building, the Honorable Lamar Smith 
(Chairman of the Committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Smith, Sensenbrenner, Coble, Gallegly, 
Goodlatte, Lungren, Chabot, Issa, Pence, King, Franks, Gohmert, 
Jordan, Poe, Chaffetz, Griffin, Marino, Gowdy, Ross, Adams, 
Quayle, Amodei, Conyers, Berman, Scott, Watt, Lofgren, Jackson 
Lee, Waters, Cohen, Johnson, Pierluisi, Quigley, Chu, Deutch, 
Sanchez and Polis. 

Also present: Representatives Schiff and Farenthold. 

Staff Present: (Majority) Crystal Jezierski, Counsel; Travis Nor- 
ton, Counsel; Dave Lazar, Clerk; (Minority) Perry H. Apelbaum, 
Minority Staff Director and Chief Counsel; and Joe 
Graupensperger, Counsel. 

Mr. Smith. The Judiciary Committee will come to order. Without 
objection, the Chair is authorized to declare recesses of the Com- 
mittee at any time. 

I am going to recognize myself for an opening statement; and 
then the Ranking Member, the gentleman from Michigan; then the 
gentleman from California Mr. Issa; then the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia Mr. Scott, and we will proceed to hearing from the Attorney 
General. 

Attorney General Eric Holder appeared before the House Judici- 
ary Committee last May, and we appreciate his willingness to ap- 
pear today to address many issues, including questions about his 
previous testimony. 

While I am pleased to welcome back Attorney General Holder, I 
am disappointed in the Department’s repeated refusal to cooperate 
with this Committee’s oversight request. This lack of cooperation is 
evident in the Department’s handling of inquiries related to the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives; Operation 
Fast and Furious; and the death of Border Patrol agent Brian 
Terry in December 2010. And inconsistent statements from the De- 
partment officials about who knew what and when have only raised 
more concerns. 

I am also disappointed in how the Department has responded to 
my oversight request regarding Justice Kagan’s involvement in 
health care legislation and related litigation while she served as 

(l) 



2 


United States Solicitor General. Despite claims from Obama ad- 
ministration officials that then-Solicitor General Kagan was walled 
off from discussions regarding the President’s health care law, re- 
cently released e-mails indicate there may be more to the story. 

On March 21, 2010, an e-mail from the Deputy Solicitor General 
forwarded to Solicitor General Kagan contained information about 
a meeting at the White House on the health care law and asked, 
“I think you should go, No. I will regardless, but feel this is litiga- 
tion of singular importance.” Solicitor General Kagan responded by 
asking him for his phone number. 

We also know from the e-mails that she personally supported the 
legislation’s passage. In a March 21, 2010, exchange with a Justice 
Department colleague discussing the health care legislation, Ms. 
Kagan exclaims, “I hear they have the votes, Larry. Simply amaz- 
ing.” These e-mails reveal inconsistencies with the Administration’s 
claims that then-Solicitor General Kagan was walled off from the 
issue. 

To help clear up any confusion, I wrote the Justice Department 
to get additional documents and conduct staff interviews. It took 
nearly 4 months before the Department sent a one-page response 
that denied my request. The Department did not assert any legal 
privilege over the requested information, but simply refused to 
comply with the request. That is not a sufficient answer. 

Health care legislation was passed by the Senate on December 
24, 2009. On January 8, 2010, Ms. Kagan told the Deputy Solicitor 
General that she definitely would like the Office of the Solicitor 
General to be involved in preparations to defend against challenges 
to the pending health care proposals. Ms. Kagan found out she was 
being considered for a potential Supreme Court vacancy on March 
5, 2010. So the issue is how involved was she in health care discus- 
sions between January 8 and March 5. Just as President Nixon 
had an 18 and a half minute gap, does Ms. Kagan have a 2-month 
gap? 

The Office of the Solicitor General is responsible for defending 
the positions of the Federal Government in litigation before the Su- 
preme Court. So it was the duty of then-Solicitor General Kagan 
to participate in meetings and discussions regarding the legal de- 
fense strategy for the President’s health care proposal. It would 
have been a surprising departure from her responsibilities for So- 
licitor General Kagan not to advise the Administration on the 
health care bill. The law clearly states that Justices must recuse 
themselves if they “participated as counsel, advisor or material wit- 
ness concerning the proceeding, or expressed an opinion concerning 
the merits of the particular case” while they worked in a govern- 
ment capacity. 

The public has a right to know the extent of Justice Kagan’s in- 
volvement with the legislation as well as any previously stated 
legal opinions about the legislation while she served as Solicitor 
General. The NFL would not allow a team to officiate its own 
game. If Justice Kagan was part of the Administration’s team that 
put the health care mandate into play, she should not officiate 
when it comes before the Supreme Court. 

If the Department has nothing to hide, why not provide Congress 
with the requested information? The continued refusal to cooperate 
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with legitimate oversight inquiries only heightens concerns that 
she may, in fact, have a conflict of interest. 

President Obama has promised an open and transparent govern- 
ment. Unfortunately we often see a closed and secretive Justice De- 
partment. 

I know all Members of the Committee look forward to asking 
questions on these and other issues. 

I now recognize the gentleman from Michigan, the Ranking 
Member of the Judiciary Committee, Mr. Conyers. 

Mr. Conyers. Thank you, Chairman Smith, and a hearty wel- 
come to not only the Attorney General of the United States Eric 
Holder, but as well to a — well, this is the most numerous number 
of police chiefs and Department of Justice officials that I have seen 
in this room at one time in quite awhile. All of them, but particu- 
larly to the Detroit police chief Ralph Godbee who is here, I send 
a special welcome. 

Now, Chairman Smith, would it be appropriate that our col- 
league, a former Member of the Committee, Adam Schiff of Cali- 
fornia sit on the dais with us? 

Mr. Smith. Mr. Conyers, we normally don’t do that, but in this 
case we would be very pleased to have the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia Mr. Schiff sit up at the dais with us. We do have a policy 
that non-Members of the Committee will not be able to ask ques- 
tions, but we certainly welcome his presence up here. 

Mr. Conyers. I thank you for that courtesy. 

Adam, come on up. 

Mr. Smith. If he can find room. 

Mr. Conyers. There are two parts to my comments this morning, 
Members of the Committee. The first deals with what are the prob- 
lems underlying the reason for the hearing, and the second deals 
more specifically with the career and contributions of the Attorney 
General of the United States. And I have the privilege of putting 
these solutions that I would like to you consider in my opening 
statement. We can go over the details ad nauseam if you would 
like, but I would refer everyone to the November 8, 2011, hearings 
in the United States Senate Committee on the Judiciary in which 
Chairman Pat Leahy with more than a dozen Senators on that 
Committee have plowed through this. And I have been going over 
and over it for the last couple days, but I think you want to have 
that as a basis for anybody that is particularly interested. 

Now, the problem of gun trafficking in the Southwest is a serious 
problem, and I recommend to my Judiciary Committee colleagues, 
with whom this whole subject matter is the jurisdiction of this 
Committee, that we commit to maintaining the new rule requiring 
the reporting of multiple sales of semiautomatic weapons and shot- 
guns, rifles by individuals in the Southwest Border States. There 
have been a number of programs that have dealt with this subject, 
but I think that that is probably number one on my recommended 
list. 

Secondly, we must see to it that we confirm a Director of Alcohol, 
Tobacco & Firearms. It has been operating under Acting Directors 
for the last 5 V 2 years. The Senate has failed to act on the nomina- 
tions not only of the current President, but of President Bush as 
well. So if we are going to criticize ATF, I think we must work to 
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revitalize it, not to tear it down, because it is too important a 
source of protection and a way of ending violence in this important 
part of our country. 

And last, we must enact some legislation to prohibit gun traf- 
ficking. The transfer of multiple guns when we know they will be 
transferred to those who are legally prohibited from carrying a gun 
or people who intend to use guns illegally must be further prohib- 
ited by legislative and congressional action. I commend our New 
York colleague Carolyn Maloney, who has sponsored a very good 
idea in this regard. 

And so I conclude, Mr. Chairman and Members, by telling you 
I have never encountered an Attorney General more dedicated and 
more professionally effective than the current occupant of that 
chair, Eric Holder, who has achieved impressive results across the 
full range of his mission, especially what has happened in the Civil 
Rights Division. And I think that the questions today here are ap- 
propriate. I think the hearing is fair. I think we have a Chairman 
that will make sure we proceed in a manner that will make us all 
proud that we attended and participated in this hearing today. 

But we also know that letting guns roam around this country is 
something that all of us have a great responsibility to make sure 
that that is diminished or comes to an end as soon as possible. And 
I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for this opportunity. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Conyers, for those comments. 

The gentleman from California, Chairman of the Oversight and 
Government Reform Committee, is recognized for an opening state- 
ment. 

Mr. Issa. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I would first like to ask 
unanimous consent that the following document be placed in the 
record. December 7, an article by Sharyl Attkisson entitled “Docu- 
ments: ATF used ‘Fast and Furious’ to make the case for gun regu- 
lations.” 

Mr. Smith. Without objection, it will be made a part of the 
record. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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DoconwU ATF T»1 and Funout* to 'twm iho cm tot gu«* ragotalirin* - - CBS Haws 


December 7. 2011 1:44 PM 

Documents: ATF used "Fast and Furious" 
to make the case for gun regulations 

Documents obtained by CBS News show that the Bureau of 
Alcohol Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) discussed 
using their covert operation "Fast and Furious” to argue for 
controversial new rules about gun sales. 

PICTURES: ATF "Gunwalking" scandal timeline 

In Fast and Furious. ATF secretly encouraged gun dealers to 
sell to suspected traffickers for Mexican drug cartels to go 
after the "big fish." But ATF whistleblowers told CBS News 
and Congress it was a dangerous practice called 
"gunwalking," and it put thousands of weapons on the street 
Many were used in violent crimes in Mexico. Two were found at the murder scene of a U.S. Border 
Patrol agent. 

ATF officials didn't intend to publicly disclose their own role in letting Mexican cartels obtain the 
weapons, but emails show they discussed using the sales, including sales encouraged by ATF. to 
justify a new gun regulation called "Demand Letter 3". That would require some U.S. gun shops to 
report the sale of multiple rifles or "long guns." Demand Letter 3 was so named because it would 
be the third ATF program demanding gun dealers report tracing information. 

On July 14. 2010 after ATF headquarters in Washington D.C. received an update on Fast and 
Furious, ATF Field Ops Assistant Director Mark Chalt emailed Bill Newell. ATF's Phoenix Special 
Agent In Charge of Fast and Furious: 

"Bill - can you see if these guns were all purchased from the same (licensed gun dealer) and at one 
time. We are looking at anecdotal cases to support a demand letter on long gun multiple sales. 
Thanks." 

More Fast and Furious coverage: 

Memos contradict Holder on Fast and Furious 
Agent I was ordered to let guns "walk" into Mexico 
Gunwalking scandal uncovered at ATF 

On Jan. 4. 201 1 . as ATF prepared a press conference to announce arrests in Fast and Furious, 
Newell saw it as "(A)nother time to address Multiple Sale on Long Guns issue." And a day after the 
press conference. Chalt emailed Newell: "Bill-well done yesterday... (I)n light of our request for 
Demand letter 3. this case could be a strong supporting factor if we can determine how many 
multiple sales of long guns occurred during the course of this case." 


Sharyl Attkisson 



ww cbsnows com/Zl02-31727_162-S733S546 hf*7't'7tog=fajntonlMain contenigoOy 
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i/8/12 Documents: ATF used “Fast and Furious" to moke the case for gun regulations - - CBS News 

This revelation angers gun rights advocates. Larry Keane, a spokesman for National Shooting 
Sports Foundation, a gun industry trade group, calls the discussion of Fast and Furious to a r gue 
for Demand Letter 3 "disappointing and ironic." Keane says it's "deeply troubling" if sales made by 
gun dealers "voluntarily cooperating with ATF's flawed 'Operation Fast & Furious' were going to be 
used by some individuals within ATF to justify imposing a multiple sales reporting requirement for 
rifles.” 

The Gun Dealers' Quandary 

Several gun dealers who cooperated with ATF told CBS News and Congressional investigators 
they only went through with suspicious sales because ATF asked them to. 

Sometimes it was against the gun dealer's own best judgment. 

Read the email 

In April, 2010 a licensed gun dealer cooperating with ATF was increasingly concerned about 
selling so many guns. "We just want to make sure we are cooperating with ATF and that we are not 
viewed as selling to the bad guys,” writes the gun dealer to ATF Phoenix officials, "(W)e were 
hoping to put together something like a letter of understanding to alleviate concerns of some type 
of recourse against us down the road for selling these items." 

Read the email 

ATF's group supervisor on Fast and Furious David Voth assures the gun dealer there's nothing to 
worry about. "We (ATF) are continually monitoring these suspects using a variety of investigative 
techniques which I cannot go into detail.” 

Two months later, the same gun dealer grew more agitated. 

"I wanted to make sure that none of the firearms that were sold per our conversation with you and 
various ATF agents could or would ever end up south of the border or in the hands of the bad guys. 

I guess I am looking for a bit of reassurance that the guns are not getting south or in the wrong 
hands...! want to help ATF with its investigation but not at the risk of agents (sic) safety because I 
have some very dose friends that are US Border Patrol agents in southern AZ as well as my 
concern for all the agents (sic) safety that protect our country." 

"It's like ATF created or added to the problem so they could be the solution to it and pat 
themselves on the back," says one law enforcement source familiar with the facts. "It's a circular 
way of thinking." 

The Justice Department and ATF declined to comment. ATF officials mentioned in this report did 
not respond to requests from CBS News to speak with them. 

The "Demand Letters" Debate 

The two sides in the gun debate have long clashed over whether gun dealers should have to report 
multiple rifle sales. On one side, ATF officials argue that a large number of semi-automatic, high- 
caliber rifles from the U.S. are being used by violent cartels in Mexico. They believe mere reporting 
requirements would help ATF crack down. On the other side, gun rights advocates say that's 


vww.cbsnews.com/21 02-31 727_1 62-57338546. html?tag=contentMaip;contentBody 
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5/6/12 Documents: ATF used "Fast and Furious” to make the case for gun regulations - - CBS News 

unconstitutional, and would not make a difference in Mexican cartel crimes. 

Two earlier Demand Letters were initiated in 2000 and affected a relatively small number of gun 
shops. Demand Letter 3 was to be much more sweeping, affecting 8,500 firearms dealers in four 
southwest border states: Arizona, California, New Mexico and Texas. ATF chose those states 
because they "have a significant number of crime guns traced back to them from Mexico." The 
reporting requirements were to apply if a gun dealer sells two or more long guns to a single person 
within five business days, and only if the guns are semi-automatic, greater than .22 caliber and can 
be fitted with a detachable magazine. 

On April 25, 2011, ATF announced plans to implement Demand Letter 3. The National Shooting 
Sports Foundation is suing the ATF to stop the new rules. It calls the regulation an illegal attempt to 
enforce a law Congress never passed. ATF counters that it has reasonably targeted guns used 
most often to "commit violent crimes in Mexico, especially by drug gangs." 

Reaction 

Sen. Charles Grassley, R-lowa, is investigating Fast and Furious, as well as the alleged use of the 
case to advance gun regulations. "There's plenty of evidence showing thatthis administration 
planned to use the tragedies of Fast and Furious as rationale to furlher their goals of a long gun 
reporting requirement. But, we've learned from our investigation that reporting multiple long gun 
sales would do nothing to stop the flow of firearms to known straw purchasers because many 
Federal Firearms Dealers are already voluntarily reporting suspicious transactions. It's pretty clear 
that the problem isn't lack of burdensome reporting requirements." 

On July 12, 2011, Sen. Grassley and Rep. Darrell Issa, R-Calif., wrote Attorney General Eric 
Holder, whose Justice Department oversees ATF. They asked Holder whether officials in his 
agency discussed how "Fast and Furious could be used to justify additional regulatory authorities." 
So far, they have not received a response. CBS News asked the Justice Department for comment 
and context on ATF emails about Fast and Furious and Demand Letter 3, but officials declined to 
speak with us. 

"in light of the evidence, the Justice Department's refusal to answer questions about the role 
Operation Fast and Furious was supposed to play in advancing new firearms regulations is simply 
unacceptable," Rep. Issa told CBS News. 


vww.cbsnews. com/2 102-31727_162-57330546.hfml?taB=conten!Waln;conf©RtBQdy 


Mr. Issa. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank you for holding this 
hearing. It is deja vu all over again. We are beginning the process 
of getting to the bottom, to the truth of Fast and Furious. 

I take exception to my colleague on the other side of the aisle Mr. 
Conyers. What is too important is the Second Amendment. The 
idea that regulations without any approval of Congress had been 
added to create databases in the Southern Southwestern States, in- 
cluding California, Arizona, Mexico — New Mexico — Texas and New 
Mexico, clearly shows, in fact, this Administration is more inter- 
ested in building databases, more interested in talking about gun 
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control than actually controlling the drugs and guns that they had 
control over. Whether it is money laundering, or, in fact, it is the 
flow of guns knowingly, just one individual was allowed to buy, 
under the auspices of the Justice Department, 700 weapons, know- 
ing exactly who they were going to before they ever went. 

Our discovery, with the help of Senator Grassley, has shown that 
this was not an accident, and that this project was failed and 
flawed from the beginning. It is not just ATF, it is not just DEA; 
in fact, it includes the Department of Homeland Security in a task 
force that obviously did not respect the safeguards of the American 
people. 

Brian Terry is dead today, in my opinion, because of this failed 
program. But even today we will not hear Justice taking responsi- 
bility. They will instead talk about the two guns that were recov- 
ered. Yes, they were from Fast and Furious, but ballistics are in- 
conclusive. And yet this Justice Department is not looking for a 
third weapon. They are not looking for who killed Brian Terry 
while they try to have the plausible deniability that Fast and Furi- 
ous may not have been responsible. That is reprehensible to the 
family suffering under Brian Terry’s needless murder. 

Mr. Chairman, Fast and Furious began in November 2009. It 
was a new operation building on a failed operation under the pre- 
vious Administration. The difference in the previous Administra- 
tion is there was coordination with the Mexican Government. They 
made a real effort under Wide Receiver to pass off a small amount 
of weapons and track them. This program, just the opposite; even 
knowing the drug cartels are going to receive them, they simply al- 
lowed them to go to the stash house. 

Mr. Attorney General, today I hope you will not point fingers and 
say that somehow this is not organic. There is nothing more or- 
ganic that a law enforcement officer being gunned down because of 
a failure to protect within the Department of Justice. There is 
nothing more organic in Congress’s responsibility than, in fact, fol- 
lowing up on Congress being lied to. My Committee just next door 
was systematically lied to by your own representatives. There is a 
highly likelihood an individual was deliberately duped, but he was 
duped by people who still work for you today, still work for you 
today. 

The President has said he has full confidence in this Attorney 
General. I have no confidence in a President who has full con- 
fidence in an Attorney General who has, in fact, not terminated or 
dealt with the individuals, including key lieutenants, who from the 
very beginning had some knowledge and long before Brian Terry 
was gunned down knew enough to stop this program. 

There has been recrimination. There has been an attempt to find 
scapegoats. Many of the people who have been pointed to do share 
in the blame. But, Mr. Attorney General, the blame must go to 
your desk, and you must today take the real responsibility. Why 
haven’t you terminated the many people involved? Why is it that 
we are still hearing about inconsistencies that don’t even take the 
correct responsibility for Border Patrol agent Brian Terry’s death? 
Those are the things we want to hear today. 

Mr. Attorney General, I respect the fact that you said in the Sen- 
ate that you gave truthful testimony, but I would like to hear 
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what — when a few days becomes a few weeks, or a few weeks be- 
comes a few months, are we to have the confidence that the Presi- 
dent says he has in you and the many people up and down the 
chain of command at Justice who saw this program, this operation 
and let it happen? And the many people who called your legislative 
affairs representative, who is sitting right behind you, caused him 
to bring false testimony to the Committee. It is unheard of for tes- 
timony — or for letters or testimony to be taken back. They have 
had to be taken back because of people who still worked for Justice. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for your indulgence, and I appreciate 
the opportunity to speak here and would ask that Blake 
Farenthold, a member of my Committee who has been intimately 
involved in the investigation, also be allowed to sit on the dais 
under the same terms as Mr. Schifif. 

Mr. Conyers. Is he a Member of Congress? 

Mr. Issa. He is a Member of Congress. 

Mr. Smith. Mr. Issa, thank you. 

Mr. Issa. He is a freshman from Texas. He is impacted by these 
gun control regulations. He is an attorney. 

Mr. Smith. I understand there is no room right now, but we will 
consider that request in just a minute. As much as I would like to 
have a Texas colleague up at the podium 

Mr. Issa. You got a few, but he is a good one. 

Mr. Smith. He is not a former Member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, though. We certainly appreciate his expertise on this sub- 
ject. So let us wait until we have room, and we will take it up at 
that point. 

Mr. Issa. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from Virginia Mr. Scott, the Ranking 
Member of the Crime Subcommittee, is recognized for an opening 
statement. 

Mr. Scott. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I join my colleagues 
in welcoming the Attorney General this morning. I understand that 
the invitation to the Attorney General to appear this morning spe- 
cifically referenced gun trafficking in the southwest border, so 
today we have an opportunity to discuss with him the positive 
steps we must take to protect our citizens from illegal firearms. 

I am heartened that this Attorney General recognizes that the 
smartest and most effective way to protect ourselves from crime is 
to prevent it from occurring in the first place. With respect to pre- 
venting firearm violence, there are steps that we can take to reduce 
the toll of the injured and murdered. And there are steps that we 
must take in order to enhance the ability of law enforcement to ef- 
fectively investigate gun crimes that have already occurred. 

I note, as it is often said around here, that the best strategy to 
use when you are in a hole is to stop digging. Unfortunately this 
Committee approved and the House passed a dangerous bill that 
would override the laws of almost every State by requiring each 
State to accept concealed handgun carry permits — concealed hand- 
gun carry permits from other States, even if the permit holder 
would not be allowed to carry or even posses a handgun in his 
home State or the State where he is traveling. Actions like this 
make the hole deeper and do not make us safer. We in Congress 
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can best take the steps to help law enforcement prevent and inves- 
tigate gun violence. 

Specifically with reference to the problem of gun trafficking on 
the southwest border, we know that the rule that went into effect 
in August requiring the reporting of multiple sales of certain as- 
sault weapons is an important tool to help law enforcement fight 
the straw purchasing that fuels gun trafficking. Unfortunately, 
while that rule was under consideration, 21 members of this Com- 
mittee voted last February to prevent funds from being used to im- 
plement this important reporting requirement. If that measure had 
been included in the final version, the prohibition against that re- 
porting requirement had been included in the final version of the 
bill, the ATF would not be receiving these reports today, and they 
would be denied information which is helping them investigate sus- 
pected straw purchasing. 

The ATF has an important role in protecting us from the dangers 
of illegal use and trafficking of firearms, the illegal use and storing 
of explosives, and acts of arson and bombing. We must make sure 
this agency is capable of fulfilling its important mission, and it 
needs strong leadership. In that light we need to encourage our 
Senate colleagues to confirm the President’s nominee to be Director 
of the ATF. 

Finally, we have learned that we need to give prosecutors a crit- 
ical additional tool to fight gun trafficking. For example, we need 
a statute that specifically prohibits the transfer of multiple fire- 
arms into the hands of those legally ineligible to possess them and 
to those who intend to use them to commit crimes. I hope this 
Committee will take action on legislation in this area in the near 
future. 

These are things we need to do to address the real problem, and 
those who want to focus on Operation Fast and Furious and gun- 
walking tactics that it employed, I will just note that these tactics 
originated in the ATF investigations under the Bush administra- 
tion. And a November 16, 2007, memo refers to the fact that so- 
called gun walking was already occurring in the Bush administra- 
tion. In contrast, there is no evidence that Attorney General Holder 
knew of these tactics while they were being used, and he should 
be praised for consistently saying that they were unacceptable and 
referring this matter to the inspector general soon after he learned 
about them. 

So I thank the Attorney General for appearing here today, and 
I look forward to his testimony. 

I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Scott. 

We are pleased to welcome today’s witness, United States Attor- 
ney General Eric H. Holder, Jr. On February 3, 2009, Attorney 
General Holder was sworn in as the 82nd Attorney General of the 
United States. 

Attorney General Holder has enjoyed a long and distinguished 
career in public service. First joining the Department through the 
Attorney General’s Honors Program in 1976, he became one the 
Department’s first attorneys to serve in the newly formed Public 
Integrity Section. He went on to serve as a judge of the Superior 
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Court of the District of Columbia and a U.S. attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

In 1997, Mr. Holder was named by President Clinton to be the 
Deputy Attorney General. Prior to becoming Attorney General, Mr. 
Holder was a litigation partner at Covington & Burling, LLP, in 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Holder, a native of New York City, is a graduate of Columbia 
University and Columbia Law School. 

Again, we welcome you and look forward to your testimony. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman? Mr. Chairman? I would move that the 
witness be sworn. 

Mr. Smith. I am going to ask that the gentleman withdraw that 
for two reasons. First of all, the Attorney General did receive a let- 
ter from the Committee reminding him of the need and, in effect, 
that he is testifying under oath. And two, we don’t need to go 
through that necessarily because that is assumed by anybody who 
does testify before the Committee. 

Mr. Issa. Point of inquiry, Mr. Chairman. Isn’t it true that a 
false statement to Congress bears a different criminal violation 
than a sworn statement? 

Mr. Smith. I believe the answer to that is yes. 

Mr. Issa. Then I would once again ask, since this Committee has 
at times sworn witnesses, as have all the Committees, that in light 
of 

Mr. Smith. If the gentleman would yield. 

Mr. Issa. Of course. 

Mr. Smith. I misunderstood the question, and the answer was 
no. So it is deemed as if he is under oath right now, any witness. 

Mr. Issa. So he is exactly the same as if he swears under our 
rules. 

Mr. Smith. That is correct. 

Mr. Issa. Then I withdraw. 

Mr. Smith. Okay. I thank the gentleman. 

If the Attorney General will proceed. 

TESTIMONY OF THE HONORABLE ERIC H. HOLDER, JR., 
ATTORNEY GENERAL, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Attorney General Holder. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Smith, Ranking Member Conyers and Members of the 
Committee, I appreciate the opportunity to appear before you today 
to describe the decisive action that we have taken to ensure that 
the flawed tactics used in Operation Fast and Furious and in ear- 
lier operations under the prior Administration are never repeated. 

For nearly 3 years I have been privileged to work with this Com- 
mittee to strengthen national security and to strengthen law en- 
forcement, and I am extremely proud of our record of achievement. 
In offices around the world, the Department’s 117,000 employees 
have made historic progress in protecting the American people 
from a range of unprecedented threats, from global terrorism and 
violent crime to financial fraud, human trafficking and more. We 
have disrupted numerous, potentially devastating terrorist plots 
and successfully prosecuted scores of dangerous terrorists. 

The Department’s efforts on behalf of the most vulnerable among 
us, including victims of civil rights abuses and hate crimes, have 
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never been more effective. The partnerships that we have built 
with State, local and tribal law enforcement officials have never 
been stronger. 

Today it is a privilege to be joined by several of our key public 
safety partners. These five police executives, Chief Fred Bealefeld 
of Baltimore, Commissioner Ed Davis of Boston, Chief Rodney 
Monroe of Charlotte, Chief Ralph Godbee of Detroit, and Commis- 
sioner Charles Ramsey of Philadelphia, have been leaders in devel- 
oping and implementing innovative and effective crime-prevention 
strategies. They have also worked closely with the Department in 
advancing critical efforts to reverse the alarming rise in law en- 
forcement fatalities in recent years. 

The work that we do along the southwest border is influenced by 
the efforts that they have undertaken in their own cities. In the cit- 
ies that they serve and in communities across the country, this 
work is a priority. And in our ongoing efforts to protect the Amer- 
ican people and our brave law enforcement personnel, a critical 
area of focus will continue to be our battle against gun violence on 
the southwest border. 

Now, in recent years the Department has devoted significant re- 
sources to this fight, and specifically to addressing the unaccept- 
able rate of illegal firearms trafficking from the United States to 
Mexico. Unfortunately, in the pursuit of that laudable goal, unac- 
ceptable tactics were adopted as part of Operation Fast and Furi- 
ous. 

Now, as I have repeatedly stated, allowing guns to walk, whether 
in this Administration or the prior one, is wholly unacceptable. The 
use of this misguided tactic is inexcusable, and it must never hap- 
pen again. 

Soon after learning about the allegations raised by ATF agents 
involved with Fast and Furious, I took action designed to ensure 
accountability. In February, I asked the Department’s acting in- 
spector general to investigate the matter, and in early March I or- 
dered that a directive be sent to law enforcement agents and pros- 
ecutors prohibiting such tactics. More recently the new Acting Di- 
rector of ATF Todd Jones implemented reforms to prevent these 
tactics from being used in the future, including training and strict- 
er oversight procedures for all significant investigations. 

Now, although the Department has taken steps to ensure that 
such tactics are never used again, it is an unfortunate reality that 
we will continue to feel the effects of this flawed operation for years 
to come. Guns lost during this operation will continue to show up 
at crime scenes on both sides of the border. 

As we work to identify where errors occurred and to ensure that 
these mistakes never happen again, we must not lose sight of the 
critical challenge that this flawed operation has highlighted, and 
that is the battle to stop the flow of guns to Mexico. Of the nearly 
94,000 guns that have been recovered and traced in Mexico in the 
last 5 years, more than 64,000 were sourced to the United States. 
During this time the trafficking of firearms across our southwest 
border has contributed to approximately 40,00 deaths in Mexico. 

Now, the reforms that we have undertaken do not make any of 
the losses of life more bearable for grieving families. These trage- 
dies do, however, portray in very stark terms the exceptionally dif- 
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ficult challenges that law enforcement agencies confront every day 
in working to disrupt illegal firearms transfers. Operation Fast and 
Furious appears to have been a deeply flawed effort to respond to 
these very challenges. 

As we work to avoid future losses and further mistakes, it is un- 
fortunate that some have used inflammatory and inappropriate 
rhetoric about one particular tragedy that occurred near the south- 
west border in an effort to score political points. Nearly 1 year ago, 
while working to protect his fellow citizens, U.S. Customs and Bor- 
der Protection agent Brian Terry was violently murdered in Ari- 
zona. We all should feel outrage about his death. And as I have 
communicated directly to Agent Terry’s family, we are dedicated to 
pursuing justice on his behalf. 

The Department is also working to answer questions that the 
Terry family has raised, including whether and how firearms con- 
nected to Fast and Furious end up with Mexican drug cartels. In 
her independent review I expect the Department’s acting inspector 
general to answer these questions. 

I understand that Congress also wants answers. Justice Depart- 
ment employees have been working tirelessly to identify, to locate 
and to provide relevant information to this Committee and to the 
two other Committees that are investigating Fast and Furious, all 
while preserving the integrity of our ongoing criminal investiga- 
tions and prosecutions. 

The Department has been fully cooperative and responsive in its 
dealings with this Congress. I have answered questions in the 
House and the Senate on four occasions concerning this matter. To 
date we have provided almost 5,000 pages of documents for con- 
gressional investigators to review. We have scheduled numerous 
witness interviews and testified at public hearings. Just last week 
we provided an unprecedented access to internal deliberative docu- 
ments to explain how inaccurate information was initially conveyed 
to Congress. 

Now, these documents demonstrate Justice Department per- 
sonnel relied on information provided by supervisors from the com- 
ponents in the best position to know the relevant facts. We now 
know that some information provided by those supervisors was in- 
accurate. I understand that in subsequent interviews with congres- 
sional investigators, these supervisors have stated that they did 
not know at the time that information provided in the letter to con- 
gressional leaders earlier this year was inaccurate. 

The documents produced to date also belie the remarkable notion 
that this operation was conceived by Department leaders, as some 
have claimed. It is my understanding that Department leaders 
were not informed about the in appropriate tactics employed in this 
operation until those tactics were made public and, as is cus- 
tomary, turned to those with supervisory responsibility over the op- 
eration in an effort to learn facts. 

But what is clear is that disrupting the dangerous flow of fire- 
arms along the southwest border and putting an end to the vio- 
lence that has claimed far too many lives is, and will continue to 
be, a top priority for this Department of Justice. This year alone 
we have led successful investigation into the murders of United 
States citizens in Mexico, created new cartel-targeting prosecu- 
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torial units, and secured the extradition of more than 100 defend- 
ants wanted by the United States law enforcement, including the 
former head of the Tijuana cartel. 

We have also built crime-fighting capacity on both sides of the 
border by developing new procedures. We are using evidence gath- 
ered in Mexico to prosecute gun traffickers in U.S. courts by train- 
ing thousands of Mexican prosecutors and investigators, by success- 
fully fighting to enhancing sentencing guidelines for convicted traf- 
fickers and straw purchasers, and by pursuing coordinated multi- 
district investigations of gun-trafficking rings. 

Now, despite this progress we have more to do. Each of us has 
a duty to act and to rise above partisan divisions and politically 
motivated “gotcha” games. The American people deserve better. It 
is time for a new dialog about these important issues, one that is 
respectful, responsible and factual. This will require us to apply the 
lessons that we have learned from law enforcement officers like the 
ones who sit behind me today, who protect public safety and our 
national security every day. 

In that regard not only did ATF agents bring the inappropriate 
and misguided tactics of Operation Fast and Furious to light, they 
also sounded the alarm for more effective laws to combat gun traf- 
ficking and improve public safety. The ATF agents who testified be- 
fore the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
this summer explained that the agency’s ability to stem the flow 
of guns from the United States into Mexico suffers from a lack of 
effective enforcement tools. 

One critical first step should be for Congress to provide ATF with 
the tools and the authorities that it needs. Unfortunately, earlier 
this year the majority of House Members voted to keep law enforce- 
ment in the dark when individuals purchase multiple semiauto- 
matic rifles, shotguns and long guns like AK-47s in gun shops in 
four Southwest Border States. 

Going forward, I hope that we can work together to provide law 
enforcement agents with the tools that they desperately need to 
protect the country and to ensure their own safety. And for their 
sake we cannot afford to allow the tragic mistakes of Operation 
Fast and Furious to become a political sideshow or a series of 
media opportunities. Instead we must move forward and recommit 
ourselves to shared public safety obligations. I am willing to work 
with you in this effort. 

I look forward to your questions. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Attorney General. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Holder follows:] 
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Chairman Smith, Ranking Member Conyers, and members of the Committee. I 
appreciate the opportunity to appear befoie you today to describe the decisive action we have 
taken to ensure that the flawed tactics used in Operation Fast & Furious - and in earlier 
operations under the prior Administration - are never repeated. 

For nearly three years, 1 have been privileged to work with this Committee to strengthen 
national security and law enforcement. I am extremely proud of our record of achievement. 

In offices around the world, the Department’s 1 17.000 employees have made historic 
progress in protecting the American people from a range of unprecedented threats - from global 
terrorism and violent crime, to financial fraud, human trafficking, and more. We have disrupted 
numerous potentially devastating terror plots and successfully prosecuted scores of dangerous 
terrorists. The Department's efforts on behalf of the most vulnerable among us, including 
victims of civil rights abuses and hate crimes, have never been more effective. And the 
partnerships we have built with state, local, and tribal law enforcement officials have never been 
stronger. 

In our ongoing efforts to protect the American people and our brave law enforcement 
personnel, a critical area of focus will continue to be our battle against gun violence on the 
Southwest Border. 

In recent years, the Department has devoted significant resources to this fight - and, 
specifically, to addressing the unacceptable rate of illegal firearms trafficking from the United 
States to Mexico. Unfortunately, in the pursuit of that laudable goal unacceptable tactics were 
adopted as a part of “Operation Fast and Furious.” 

As I have repeatedly stated, allowing guns to “walk” - whether in this Administration or 
in the prior one — is wholly unacceptable. The use of this misguided tactic is inexcusable. And it 
must never happen again. 

Soon after learning about the allegations raised by ATF agents involved with Fast and 
Furious, I took action designed to ensure accountability. In February, I asked the Department’s 
Acting Inspector General to investigate the matter, and in early March I ordered that a directive 
be sent to law enforcement agents and prosecutors prohibiting such tactics. More recently, the 
new Acting Director of ATF, Todd Jones, implemented reforms to prevent these tactics from 
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being used in the future, including training and stricter oversight procedures for all significant 
investigations. 

Although the Department has taken steps to ensure that such tactics are never used again, 
it is an unfortunate reality that we will continue to feel the effects of this flawed operation for 
years to come. Guns lost during this operation will continue to show up at crime scenes on both 
sides of the border. 

As we work to identify where errors occurred and to ensure that these mistakes never 
happen again, we must not lose sight of the critical challenge this flawed operation has 
highlighted: the battle to stop the flow of guns to Mexico. 

Of the nearly 94,000 guns that have been recovered and traced in Mexico in the last five 
years, more than 64,000 were sourced to the United States. In the last five years, the trafficking 
of firearms across our Southwest Border has contributed to approximately 40,000 deaths. 

The reforms we have undertaken do not make any of the losses of life more bearable for 
grieving families. These tragedies do, how’ever, portray in stark terms the exceptionally difficult 
challenges that law enforcement agents confront every day in working to disrupt illegal firearms 
transfers. Operation Fast and Furious appears to have been a deeply flawed effort to respond to 
these very challenges. As we work to avoid future losses and further mistakes, it is unfortunate 
that some have used inflammatory and inappropriate rhetoric about one particular tragedy that 
occurred near the Southwest Border in an effort to score political points. 

Nearly one year ago, working to protect his fellow citizens, U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection Agent Brian Terry was violently murdered in Arizona. We all should feel outrage 
about his death, and - as I have communicated directly to Agent Terry’s family - we are 
dedicated to pursuing justice on his behalf. 

The Department is also working to answer questions that the Terry family has raised, 
including whether and how firearms connected to Fast and Furious could end up with Mexican 
drug cartels. In her independent review, I expect the Department’s Acting Inspector General to 
answer these questions. 

1 understand that Congress also wants answers. Justice Department employees have been 
working tirelessly to identify, locate, and provide relevant information to this Committee and the 
two other committees investigating Fast & Furious - all while preserving the integrity of ongoing 
criminal investigations and prosecutions. 

The Department has been fully cooperative and responsive in its dealings with Congress. 

I have answered questions in the House and Senate on four occasions concerning this matter. To 
date, we have provided almost 5,000 pages of documents for congressional investigators to 
review. We have scheduled numerous witness interview's and testified at public hearings. And 
just last week, we provided unprecedented access to internal deliberative documents to explain 
how inaccurate information w-as initially conveyed to Congress. These documents demonstrate 
that Department personnel relied on information provided by supervisors from the components in 
the best position to know the relevant facts. We now know that some information provided by 
those supervisors was inaccurate. I understand that, in subsequent interviews with congressional 
investigators, these supervisors have stated that they did not know - at the time - that 
information included in the letter was inaccurate. 
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The documents produced to date also belie the remarkable notion that this operation was 
conceived by Department leaders, as some have claimed. It is my understanding that 
Department leaders were not informed about the inappropriate tactics employed in this operation 
until those tactics were made public and, as is customary, turned to those with supervisory 
responsibility over the operation in an effort to learn the facts. 

But what’s clear is that disrupting the dangerous flow of firearms along the Southwest 
Border, and putting an end to the violence that has claimed far too many lives, is - and wall 
continue to be - a top priority for the Justice Department. 

This year alone, we have led successful investigations into the murders of U.S. citizens in 
Mexico, created new cartel-targeting prosecutorial units, and secured the extradition of more 
than 100 defendants wanted by U.S. law enforcement - including the former head of the Tijuana 
Cartel. We’ve also built crime-fighting capacity on both sides of the border by developing new 
procedures for using evidence gathered in Mexico to prosecute gun traffickers in U.S. courts; by 
training thousands of Mexican prosecutors and investigators; by successfully fighting to enhance 
sentencing guidelines for convicted traffickers and straw purchasers; and by pursuing 
coordinated, multi-district investigations of gun-trafficking rings. 

Despite this progress, we have more to do. And each of us has a duty to act, and to rise 
above partisan divisions and politically motivated “gotcha” games. The American people 
deserve better. It is time for a new dialogue about these important issues - one that is respectful, 
responsible, and factual. 

This will require us to apply the lessons we’ve learned from law' enforcement officers, 
like the ones who sit behind me today, who protect public safety and our national security evety 
day. In that regard, not only did ATF agents bring the inappropriate and misguided tactics of 
Operation Fast and Furious to light, they also sounded the alarm for more effective laws to 
combat gun trafficking. 

ATF agents who testified before the House Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform this summer explained that the agency's ability to stem the flow of guns from the United 
States into Mexico suffers from a lack of effective enforcement tools. For example, earlier this 
year, the majority of House Members voted to keep law enforcement in the dark when 
individuals purchase multiple semi-automatic rifles and shotguns, long guns like AK 47’s, in 
Southwest border gun shops in four states. 

Going forward, I hope that w ? e can work together to provide law enforcement agents with 
the tools they desperately need to protect the country and ensure their own safety. For their sake, 
we cannot afford to allow the tragic mistakes of Operation Fast and Furious to become a political 
sideshow or a series of media opportunities. Instead, we must move forward and recommit 
ourselves to our shared public safety obligations. 

I am willing to work with you in this effort. 1 w'ould be pleased to answer your questions. 
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Mr. Smith. Other Members are going to ask you about Fast and 
Furious, so I am going to pick a different subject and ask you about 
the extent of Justice Kagan’s involvement with the health care leg- 
islation. 
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My first question is this: To your knowledge, did then-Solicitor 
General Kagan ever give advice or express an opinion on legal or 
constitutional issues involving the health care legislation? 

Attorney General Holder. I do not believe so. In fact, as I testi- 
fied in the Senate last month, I guess, we took steps to physically 
exclude or have her remove what conversations 

Mr. Smith. What month did that take place? When did you start 
excluding her from those types of meetings? 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure when that started, but 
my memory is that whenever we had conversations about the 
health care bill, then-Solicitor General Kagan was not present. 

Mr. Smith. And the reason for excluding her was because of her 
possible consideration for the Supreme Court? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah, I think that is right. We under- 
stood that that was a possibility. 

Mr. Smith. She testified that she first became aware of that pos- 
sibility that she might be considered in early March, so you would 
not have excluded her prior to early March. 

Attorney General Holder. Again, I don’t know exactly when 
these events occurred, but I do feel comfortable in saying that in 
terms of conversations that occurred in my conference room about 
the health care legislation 

Mr. Smith. Right, right. But would you have had any reason to 
exclude her, any reason to wall her off in the words that you were 
told by a deputy prior to the time that she was considered for the 
Supreme Court? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I can tell you that with regard 
to, as I said, the conversations that occurred in my conference room 
about the health care bill, I do not remember her being present for 
any of them. 

Mr. Smith. Okay. Would you be able to check your records to 
find out what the date would have been when you started telling 
her that she should either excuse or recuse herself from those dis- 
cussions? 

Attorney General Holder. We will attempt to do that. I am not 
sure that that information exists anyplace, but to the extent that 
it does, I will provide it to you. 

Mr. Smith. Okay. And would you have a record of any meetings, 
because of your schedule, that she attended? 

Attorney General Holder. Would I have a record? 

Mr. Smith. Right, of any meeting that she attended. Because if 
you went back and looked at your schedule, I assume that that 
would be on your schedule. 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. The schedule for what is our 9/ 
15 meeting lists the people who are expected to be there. I am not 
sure if we actually keep track of who actually does come. 

Mr. Smith. If you will give me the dates when you started telling 
her that. Again, I don’t believe you would have any reason to ex- 
clude her before she was being considered for the Supreme Court 
vacancy. And as I mentioned in my opening statement, she would 
actually have a duty to be involved in conversations regarding the 
health care bill. 

Let me go to another question. This goes to some of the cor- 
respondence that I had written you asking for documents and to be 
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allowed to interview both present and former staff members. But 
is the Department asserting a legal privilege in refusing to comply 
with my request for those documents and those interviews about 
then-Solicitor General Kagan’s involvement with the health care 
legislation? 

Attorney General Holder. Well 

Mr. Smith. You know your letter to me did not assert any legal 
privilege. 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. The Department has released 
documents under FOIA relating to this matter, and those docu- 
ments are certainly available to Members of the Committee. The 
documents that we have released are consistent with 

Mr. Smith. I am not asking about the documents. Are you assert- 
ing a legal privilege; is that why you are refusing to give me those 
documents? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, it is our view that in terms of 
trying to determine the answers to the questions that you have, 
that with regard to recusal questions, those are requests best 
brought by those who were involved in the context of the litigation. 

Mr. Smith. Right. So you are not asserting any legal privilege. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, there are, it seems to me, sepa- 
ration of powers concerns given the fact that Members of Congress 
are amici — amicus, amici in the ongoing legislation, and so I would 
have concerns there with regard to separation of powers. 

Mr. Smith. What would be the legal privilege you are asserting 
if you assert one then? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, all I am saying is that with re- 
gard to the information that is requested, it has been provided. 

Mr. Smith. Okay. So again, you are not asserting a legal privi- 
lege. Is there any reason, therefore, I should not get the documents 
or be able to interview the individuals that I requested to inter- 
view? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, as I have said, that the Federal 
law provides for the resolution of these recusal questions, and each 
Justice has to make those kinds of 

Mr. Smith. Right. I am not taking about recusal questions or 
what a Supreme Court Justice might or might not do. I am talking 
about my request for documents. I can’t imagine any good reason 
why you would withhold them, unless you were to assert a legal 
privilege, and then we could discuss a legal privilege. But I haven’t 
heard you say you are asserting any legal privilege. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, the documents I think that you 
have requested have essentially been released under a FOIA that 
has been filed, and those documents are available. 

Mr. Smith. No, the documents that I requested may or may not 
have been released. That is what we are trying to find out is what 
other documents might exist. We also requested to interview two 
individuals, and you have not agreed to let us interview those indi- 
viduals. But if you are not asserting a legal privilege, then I will 
move forward with scheduling those interviews and look forward to 
the documents. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, we have not expressed, I guess, 
at this point a legal privilege. What we have expressed, as I indi- 
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cated before, are constitutional concerns about the nature of the re- 
quest. 

Mr. Smith. I know, but concerns don’t rise to the level of a legal 
privilege. We all have concerns about a lot of subjects. I have ex- 
pressed some of my concerns today. But if you are not going to as- 
sert a legal privilege, then I don’t see any reason why I shouldn’t 
get those documents and conduct those interviews. Thank you for 
that. 

The gentleman from Michigan Mr. Conyers is recognized for his 
questions. 

Mr. Conyers. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

You have got here Chief Ralph Godbee, lots of other police chiefs 
and law enforcement people behind you. Would you tell us how you 
partner with them to fight violent crime and particularly gun run- 
ning with State and local police officers who are on the front lines, 
sir? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, the gentlemen who sit behind 
me and the people who they represent are essential partners in our 
fight against violent crime generally and against gun violence in 
particular. 

The Federal Government relies on our State and local partners, 
who are obviously in the front lines in this fight. We try to support 
them in ways that we can, we try to come up with programs that 
protect their lives, but the reality is that in coming up with — and 
that is why I think these five gentlemen are so good to have here 
today. They are the ones who have come up with really innovative 
programs that we have tried to support and then tried to expand 
across the Nation. They are, first and foremost, great partners in 
this fight, and what they are doing in their cities are things that 
we are trying to replicate not only in other cities, but in the work 
that we are doing along the southwest border as well. 

Mr. Conyers. Thank you. 

Tell me where is the Mexican Government in all of this gun run- 
ning, and violence, and drug epidemics that goes on that usually 
starts in Mexico, but eventually gets to the U.S. and Southwest 
area? What is the Mexican Government’s role and attitude? How 
do you work with them? 

Attorney General Holder. They have also been good partners. 
President Calderon has, I think very courageously, committed his 
government to fight the cartels. He has done so in a way that has 
done, I think, at great political cost. It has certainly cost the lives 
of many Mexican law enforcement officials who have been a part 
of this battle. Forty thousand people in Mexico have lost their lives 
over the course of the last 5 years in connection with this fight. 

The Mexican Government is committed to eradicating the cartels. 
We have worked with them in unprecedented ways in terms of ex- 
traditing people to the United States in cooperation, in sharing in- 
telligence, and working with vetted units in Mexico. We have 
moved resources to the southwest border and have linked up with 
task forces with our Mexican partners. 

So our interaction with the Mexican Government in dealing with 
these cartels is really unprecedented. 

Mr. Conyers. Well, I mentioned several things that we really 
ought to do in terms of getting on top of not just the drug — the gun 



22 


smuggling and gun walking, but the drug problem as well. And you 
are our chief law enforcement officer in the Nation. I know you are 
relying on State and local law enforcement as well, but what are 
the big issues? What is the big picture in terms of what it is we 
might want to consider in the Congress to help get on top of this 
and to help you and the Department of Justice get on top of not 
only the drugs, but the guns as well? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I think there are certain things 
that would be very helpful. There is no gun-trafficking statute now 
or even an express prohibition on straw purchasing. If Congress 
would consider legislation in that regard, I think that would be — 
that would be good. We have to rely now on paperwork violations 
to try to get at gun traffickers, and the sentences that are typically 
given for those kinds of technical violations are far too low for the 
serious nature of the crimes. 

It is far too easy for criminals to get their hands on weapons. 
Congressional support for the regulation that we put in place along 
those — in those four Border States to deal with the long guns, the 
long guns that can be purchased there, a regulation that is con- 
sistent with what we already do with regard to handguns is some- 
thing that congressional support would be important for. 

So the possibility of having ways in which we could have a good 
dialogue about effective measures that would reduce the flow of 
guns to Mexico, make this Nation more safe, protect the lives of 
people in law enforcement in this country, and respect the Second 
Amendment at the same time is something that I think a meaning- 
ful good dialogue with Members of the Committee would be very 
productive. 

Mr. Conyers. I am glad you mentioned the Second Amendment 
so that my friend and colleague Darrell Issa won’t be nervous 
about the other strategies that you will be using. 

Mr. Issa. I will still be nervous. 

Mr. Conyers. I thank you very much, General Holder, and I re- 
turn the balance of my time. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Conyers. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin Mr. Sensenbrenner is recognized 
for his questions. 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Holder, I deeply appreciate your coming here to talk largely 
about Fast and Furious, and the way this has been handled within 
the Justice Department, I think, has put the Justice Department 
as an institution under a cloud that has not been exceeded since 
the infamous COINTELPRO scandal of the 1970’s. 

You are at the top of the Justice Department. Do you think the 
buck stops with you? 

Attorney General Holder. I am ultimately responsible for all of 
the actions that occur within the Department, but I think as you 
look at what happened with regard to Fast and Furious and try to 
decide what kind of performance I have done in this regard, I think 
you have to look at what happened, what I did once I learned of 
these matters. 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Well, that is a question of when you 
learned it, because there have been inconsistent submissions to 
Congress. You know, you yourself testified that you had only heard 



23 


about it a few weeks earlier, and then in November you said it 
probably was a few months. As late as October 7, in response to 
allegations that you lied on May 3, you wrote to Congress your 
statements on Fast and Furious have been, quote, “truthful and 
consistent.” And then your underlings on February 4, Assistant AG 
Ronald Weich, responded to Senator Grassley denying that the 
ATF had walked guns, and that letter ended up being withdrawn. 

As Mr. Issa has said, lying to Congress is a Federal felony. You 
know, I don’t want to say that you have committed a felony, Mr. 
Attorney General, but obviously there have been statements so 
misleading that a letter had to be withdrawn. 

You know, I think that some heads should roll. And I do agree 
with Senator Grassley that Assistant Attorney General for the 
Criminal Division Lanny Breuer should be fired. And I know that 
that decision is not yours, but it is the President’s, but I think that 
merely getting the head of the ATF Director at the time is not suf- 
ficient since it is obvious that there was knowledge within the Jus- 
tice Department. 

What are you going to do to clean up this mess? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, first let me make something 
very clear, and in response to an assertion that you made, or hint- 
ed at, nobody in the Justice Department has lied. 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Then why was the letter withdrawn? 

Attorney General Holder. The letter was withdrawn because 
there is information in there that was inaccurate. The Justice De- 
partment letter of February 4 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Okay. Well, tell me what is the difference 
between lying and misleading Congress in this context. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, if you want to have this legal 
conversation, it all has to do with your state of mind and whether 
or not you had the requisite intent to come up with something that 
can be considered perjury or a lie. 

The information that was provided in that February 4 letter was 
gleaned by the people who drafted the letter after they interacted 
with people who they thought were in the best position to have the 
information. 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Well, okay. The wagons down the street 
are in a pretty tight circle, you know, Mr. Attorney General. The 
American people need the truth. They haven’t gotten the truth 
from what has been coming out of the Justice Department in the 
last year, and they were relying on Congress to get the truth. Now, 
you are here today, and, again, I appreciate your being here today 
as a way to get the truth, but the answers that you have given so 
far are basically saying, well, gee, somebody else did it, and, you 
know, there is really no responsibility within the Justice Depart- 
ment. 

You know, the thing is is that if we don’t get to the bottom of 
this, and that requires your assistance on that, there is only one 
alternative that Congress has, and it is called impeachment, where 
our subpoena powers are plenary, and there can’t be any type of 
legal immunity or privilege that can be asserted on that. Now, you 
know, I have done more impeachments than anybody else in the 
history of the country. It is an expensive and messy affair, and I 
don’t want to go this far, but if we keep getting pushed down the 
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road, and the can keeps on getting kicked, and we don’t get closure 
to this, what is Congress to do so that we don’t spend all of our 
time in court arguing privilege, which is not a way to get at the 
truth? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, the Justice Department has re- 
leased facts, and I think that is what we need to focus on, facts. 
As part of the creation of the February 4 letter, I made the deter- 
mination that we would release things that a Justice Department 
has never, ever released before, deliberative — core deliberative ma- 
terial about how that letter was put together, information that 
clearly could have been withheld and has always been withheld by 
my predecessors, and I expect by my successors as well. 

Getting to the bottom of this is something that we all want to 
do. The inspector general, pursuant to my request, is conducting an 
investigation of this matter, and I suspect we will have a great 
many more answers than we presently do. I don’t have the ability 
to do a top-to-bottom investigation at this point out of deference to 
the investigation that is being done by the inspector general. That 
does not, however, preclude me from taking action that I think ap- 
propriate based on information that comes to my attention in spite 
of the fact that the inspector general has an ongoing investigation. 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Well, you won’t have an independent coun- 
sel, and we end up having the Justice Department investigating 
itself in the absence of an independent counsel. And, you know, 
having gone through interminable hearings on COINTELPRO, with 
all due respect, Mr. Attorney General, you have got to get this done 
much more quickly than plugging the holes that COINTELPRO 
ended up showing existed in the Department at that time. 

I yield back. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Mr. Chairman, I have a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. Smith. For what reason what does the gentlewoman from 
Texas seek to be 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I seek clarification. The gentleman in his 
questioning indicated impeachment. I was not sure which official or 
which person he was speaking of in terms of impeachment. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from Wisconsin was referring to the 
fact that while he was Chairman of this Committee, he oversaw the 
impeachment process. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Continuing my inquiry. The statement that 
the only one alternative is impeachment, I am trying to 

Mr. Smith. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The gentleman from California Mr. Berman is recognized. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Clarification. 

Mr. Berman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to yield a 
little time to the Ranking Member on this issue. 

Mr. Conyers. Thank you, Howard Berman. 

I merely wanted to clear the record with Jim Sensenbrenner. I 
have had far more impeachment experience than he has. 

Mr. Sensenbrenner. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Berman. The answer is only if the Chairman allows my time 
to be extended. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California recognized for a full 
5 minutes, that is correct. 
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Mr. Berman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

We have heard a lot, some of it quite unbelievably overblown. I 
would like to give you some of the truth as I see it. 

You are on record as admitting that the Fast and Furious pro- 
gram was a fundamentally flawed program. Fast and Furious is 
only one program in many undertaken by the U.S. law enforcement 
authorities not only to limit the harm of illegal gun trafficking, but 
also, most importantly, achieve the broader goal of protecting U.S. 
and Mexican citizens. 

There has got to be a little perspective on what is going on in 
the U.S. -Mexico relationship on this issue. Once President 
Calderon made the historic decision to take the fight directly to the 
drug cartels, law enforcement both in Mexico and the United 
States became more complicated and more dangerous. And the fact 
is — and I see it from a Foreign Affairs Committee perspective as 
well as from this perspective — that U.S. -Mexico law enforcement 
cooperation and general cooperation is wider and deeper today than 
it has ever been in the history of our two nations. 

The Department of Justice has apprehended and extradited an 
unprecedented number of criminals, including some of the most 
dangerous cartel leaders. They have successfully investigated vio- 
lent crimes committed against American nationals in Mexico and 
along the border. They have trained hundreds of Mexican prosecu- 
tors and police officers, many of whom work side by side with U.S. 
counterparts on these shared goals. The level of intelligence shar- 
ing and cooperation is unprecedented at this particular time. 

We also have to acknowledge the negative impact caused by the 
significant stream of guns going into Mexico from the United 
States. Every day thousands of guns are smuggled across the 
United States border into Mexico, making citizens of Mexico and 
the United States less safe. The U.S. Southwest Border States, 
Texas, New Mexico, Arizona and California, are the top four source 
locations for firearms received and traced in Mexico back to the 
United States. 

General Holder, I am wondering if you could develop — I think 
you got into this a little bit with Ranking Member Conyers — what 
could the Congress be doing in terms of funding, in terms of pass- 
ing laws to help make this a successful endeavor? I would like you 
to just expand on some of those specific issues. Are we giving you 
the resources you need to make this cooperation produce the goal 
that both countries’ governments share? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, frankly, no. 

We have sought additional legislative enhancements to our abili- 
ties to deal with the gun trafficking problem, as I indicated to the 
Ranking Member. We have also sought funds to increase the num- 
ber of ATF agents who operate in these teams along the Southwest 
border. I think we requested funds so that we would have 14 of 
these teams. That number was reduced, based on the funding level 
that we got, to about seven or eight, I believe, which decreased our 
ability to act or interact effectively or as effectively as we might 
with our Mexican counterparts. 

So there are funding issues, there are issues with regard to the 
confirmation of an ATF Director, a permanent ATF Director. There 
are legislative statutory tools that we could use from Congress and 
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that we have proposed. All of these things would help us in our 
fight against the gun trafficking problem that you have I think so 
rightfully identified. 

Mr. Berman. The only thing I guess I would just close with the 
simple statement that as we pursue responsibly our oversight re- 
sponsibilities on a program that you have stated was fundamen- 
tally flawed, that we keep in mind our obligations as a Congress 
to help something that I think there is a broad consensus must 
continue, must expand, and must achieve the goals that our two 
governments are committed to, and to have some perspective on 
what is going on. That perspective seems to have been lost in some 
of the rhetoric that has come in recent months. 

Mr. Issa. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Berman. I yield back. 

Mr. Issa. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Berman. Do I have time to yield? 

Mr. Issa. You do. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman has 5 seconds left. 

Mr. Berman. I yield. 

Mr. Issa. I would just make the point that Fast and Furious is 
not a program. We have been repeatedly told it is less than a pro- 
gram; it is just an operation, just an operation. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman is recognized for an additional 30 sec- 
onds. 

Mr. Berman. I take your point. I just don’t quite understand it. 

Mr. Issa. Just that when we try to 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California has the time. 

Mr. Issa. Would the gentleman continue to yield? 

I thank the gentleman. The point that I am making is there is 
a wide question of a lot of things that go on at Justice. And I agree 
with the gentleman that we need to look at the overall manage- 
ment of Justice. But this small operation and the refusal to give 
us the truth early on has caused it to be a bigger 

Mr. Berman. I appreciate the time. I also would love to hear 
about Congress’ agenda to make this cooperation truly as effective 
as it could be, funding, the legislation regarding the paper trail on 
guns and all the other things that the General mentioned that we 
should be doing. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Berman. 

The Judiciary Committee will stand in recess until immediately 
after this series of four votes. I do not expect to take a lunch break. 
So when we return, we will proceed until the next series of votes, 
about 1:15. We stand in recess until after these votes. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Smith. The Judiciary Committee will come to order. And the 
gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Coble, is recognized for his 
questions. 

Mr. Coble. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Good morning, General. 

Attorney General Holder. Good morning. 

Mr. Coble. General, the FBI, as you know, operates under Attor- 
ney General guidelines for most or all of their investigative activi- 
ties. The objective of these guidelines is the full utilization of all 
authorities in investigative matters consistent with the Constitu- 
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tion and the laws of the United States. It furthermore ensures that 
activities must be lawful and reasonable, and respect liberty and 
privacy, and avoid unnecessary intrusion into the lives of law-abid- 
ing citizens. They enable the FBI to perform its duties with effec- 
tiveness, certainty, and confidence. The purpose of these guidelines, 
though it appears apparent, is to establish consistent policies in 
such matters. General, does the ATF and/or other Department of 
Justice law enforcement components operate under these guide- 
lines? 

Attorney General Holder. There are general guidelines that 
exist within the Department and that control the activities of the 
various investigative agencies that are part of the Department, the 
Marshals Service the DEA, the ATF, and the FBI. There might be 
some that apply specifically to the FBI given its unique mission 
with regard to counterterrorism and intelligence that might not 
apply to the other components. 

Mr. Coble. I think you may have already answered this one, but 
are the guidelines identical investigative activities, or may one 
agency do something that another cannot do under similar cir- 
cumstances? And if they differ, how do they differ from the guide- 
lines under which the FBI operates? 

Attorney General Holder. There are general guidelines that 
handle or control the way in which investigations are to occur. For 
instance, if we are looking at Fast and Furious, those were outside 
the guidelines certainly that apply to ATF, but they would also be 
outside the guidelines that would apply to the Drug Enforcement 
Administration, to the FBI as well. One of the things that we have 
tried to do in this reform of ATF, and under the leadership of Todd 
Jones, is come up with a whole set of new policy changes and rec- 
ommendation — and rules with regards to how ATF itself can han- 
dle and conduct certain investigations. 

Mr. Coble. General, if I would have had two words to describe 
Fast and Furious, it would be reckless at best, and a disaster at 
worst. But firearms, I am told, sold under the Fast and Furious 
program were included in ATF statistics on the retail sale of fire- 
arms and related regulations. Now that we know that ATF appar- 
ently skewed the statistics, particularly about long gun sales, will 
these statistics be scrapped or abandoned? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t if that in fact is true, but the 
2,000 weapons or so that were involved in Fast and Furious should 
not be counted as part of that overall number. And to the extent 
that that is true, we would pull — I don’t know if that is true or not. 

Mr. Coble. General, have you implemented any policy to end 
programs such as Fast and Furious? And these changes, are they 
permanent or temporary? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, as I said, in addition to the 
things that Todd Jones has put in place that deals with certainly 
the problems that are I think most egregious about ATF, he talks 
about the way in which surveillance has to occur when you are 
monitoring trafficking, gun trafficking operations, I released in 
March of this year a field directive through the Deputy Attorney 
General that indicated that gun walking, as we have come to call 
that practice, is prohibited, and made sure that every agent in the 
Justice Department, every prosecutor in the Justice Department 
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understands that. So it is clear that gun walking is not acceptable, 
was never acceptable, but is certainly not acceptable after my pol- 
icy pronouncement in March of this year. 

Mr. Coble. General Holder, earlier this year, August, I believe, 
you named Todd Jones as the new director of ATF. This appears 
irregular because he currently continues to serve as U.S. Attorney 
for that area in Minnesota, while at the same time — he is wearing 
two hats, in other words. Am I missing the mark, or is this irreg- 
ular? 

Attorney General Holder. It is irregular. I mean, we have a 
nominee, a very qualified person who could be the head of ATF. I 
thought a management change was necessary at ATF. And in the 
absence of a confirmed head, I had to go with who I thought was 
best for the organization. Todd is a very experienced prosecutor. He 
is a great U.S. Attorney. 

But you are right; he is in fact wearing two hats. He is working 
extremely hard. But I think he has made meaningful changes at 
ATF. He has lifted morale. He has put in place a set of regulations 
that would prevent the mistakes from the flawed Fast and Furious 
operation I think from ever occurring again. But you are right, it 
is irregular. And given my druthers, I would rather have a con- 
firmed, permanent head at ATF. 

Mr. Coble. Thank you, General. 

I see my red light has illuminated, so I will yield back. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Coble. 

Another gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Watt, is recognized 
for his questions. 

Mr. Watt. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And Mr. Chairman, I had hoped the way my colleague from 
North Carolina started his questioning, that we were going to treat 
this as a general oversight hearing, which is the way my memo 
said it was going to be, rather than an inquiry into one single sub- 
ject. So I want to spend my time asking about some other things 
unrelated to Fast and Furious, because there are a number of other 
important things going on in life. 

And some of those things the Attorney General and his staff 
have made tremendously good decisions about. One of those is to 
have all these police chiefs sitting behind you today, one of whom 
is from my hometown of Charlotte, North Carolina. And for the 
Members on the Democratic side at least, they will certainly get to 
know Chief Rodney Monroe when they come to Charlotte for the 
Democratic National Convention. So I want to applaud the work 
that he is doing to prepare us for that significant national event. 

Perhaps the police chief from Tampa is behind you also — I don’t 
know him — he will be doing that counterpart work for the Repub- 
licans at the Republican National Convention. But that is a mas- 
sive, massive undertaking. 

And I know that the Attorney General’s Office, the Department 
of Justice, Secret Service, all of the Federal authorities are working 
well, based on everything I have heard, to prepare for those big se- 
curity events. And I want to say publicly how much I applaud that. 

Second, there are a number of things going on on an issue that 
we are dealing with or trying to deal with in this Committee deal- 
ing with online piracy. And we have some proposed legislation. I 
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won’t ask you to comment on that. But I would ask you to comment 
briefly on the extent of the problem and briefly on what the De- 
partment of Justice is doing to try to combat online privacy until 
we can get the bill passed. And I say comment briefly, because I 
have got one other subject that I want to get to related to redis- 
tricting, and voter suppression, and the preclearance process under 
the Voting Rights Act. Perhaps those issues, voter suppression in 
particular, may not be as important to some of my colleagues on 
this Committee as Fast and Furious and guns, but for a number 
of people in this country who would like to have the opportunity 
to vote, they are very serious issues. 

So why don’t I just ask you to comment on what is happening 
in both of those areas, online piracy and the voter suppression, re- 
districting, and preclearance process. 

Attorney General Holder. We have been, I think, very aggres- 
sive with regard to our law enforcement efforts concerning intellec- 
tual property concerns. In February 2010, I established the Depart- 
ment’s task force on intellectual property. I traveled to China I 
guess sometime last year, was at the White House I think 2 weeks 
or so ago to announce a program where I cut some radio spots, in 
addition to television spots that were done by others to talk about 
the whole question of piracy. And I think we have to understand 
the significance of it. It is a moral and legal problem there, but it 
is also a job killer. When things like intellectual property are stolen 
by other countries, by other people in this country, inappropriately, 
it costs jobs. It inhibits creativity. And so we have looked at it in 
a variety of ways. 

I work with Victoria Espinel, who heads up the White House ef- 
fort in this regard. And this is a priority item for us. I would cer- 
tainly like to work with you with regard to the bill that you men- 
tioned and see if we can come up with a way in which we put more 
teeth into our enforcement efforts. With regard to the whole ques- 
tion of voter suppression and challenges, we have filed a number 
of lawsuits with regard to changes under covered districts covered 
by the Voting Rights Act. I actually will be giving a speech at the 
LBJ Library on Monday and talking about this in a more fulsome 
way. 

The Justice Department has the responsibility under the Voting 
Rights Act to look at proposed changes in voting schemes that are 
in areas covered by the Voting Rights Act. And there is only so 
much I can say there because we have to act in a neutral way or 
almost act as judges in that regard. I can tell you, though, that I 
am concerned about some of the things that I have seen, without 
getting into specifics about any one. I was a prosecutor in the pub- 
lic integrity section, and I actually investigated and prosecuted 
voter fraud cases when I was a young prosecutor. And I am con- 
cerned that some of these changes go far beyond that which exists 
in terms of vote fraud. I think we need to have some kind of notion 
of proportionality. And the arc that we have seen over the course 
of this country has always been to increase the number of people 
who have the ability to vote, whether it is, you know, after the 
Civil War, the enfranchisement of women, we have always tried to 
make it easier. And I am concerned that these recent efforts are 
going to have a negative impact. And I think ultimately that is not 
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good for our democracy. We want as many people as we can to have 
their voices heard in the most important way, and that is by cast- 
ing votes. 

Mr. Watt. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Watt. 

The gentleman from California, Mr. Gallegly, is recognized. 

Mr. Gallegly. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Good morning, General Holder. You know, General, I continue to 
hear from ICE agents, from many ICE agents, that they are frus- 
trated that they have had significant difficulty with U.S. Attorneys 
prosecuting work site enforcement cases. Can you give us specific, 
and I want to emphasize the word specific, data regarding the 
number of prosecutions DOJ have accepted and how many they 
have declined? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, if you allow me to respond to 
that after the hearing in a written fashion, I am sure I can come 
up with some numbers. But I don’t have those numbers. 

Mr. Gallegly. I can completely understand that. But I would, 
for the sake of the record of this hearing, appreciate that informa- 
tion as soon as you can get it to us. 

As everyone clearly understands, welfare fraud is playing a 
major role in our ability to continue providing service, the level of 
service that is necessary in Medicare, and the fact that fraud is 
playing a significant threat as it relates to the solvency of that 
fund. There have been several estimates that exceed well in excess 
of $60 billion annually in fraud. And I am sure you are aware of 
that. 

There is also evidence that organized crime, including gangs 
from Russia and other Eastern European countries and other 
places as well, that they are finding that filing fraudulent claims 
is a fast and quick way to make a lot of money. And most of that 
money is going offshore. Can you give us any detail as to what DOJ 
is doing in prosecuting these offenders and working with local law 
enforcement? I have met with my local people in the Los Angeles 
area. They are very frustrated. How much effort is really being put 
into it, and what success are you having with dealing with the 
issue of Medicare fraud? 

Attorney General Holder. Congressman, you are right to point 
that out as an issue that is of great concern. It is one that we have 
tried to focus our attention on. We work with our partners at HHS. 
Secretary of HHS Sebelius and I have been to a number of places 
to raise the consciousness of local officials, work with our Federal 
partners to deal with this problem. It is a multibillion dollar issue. 
And given the problems that we have with the solvency of those 
programs, this is a problem that we have to get a handle on. We 
have put together what we call the HEAT task forces around the 
country. I think we are in about 13 cities now. I think that is about 
right. And that is the way in which we identify the places where 
we see the greatest amount of fraud. We then deploy these task 
forces to those places. Interestingly, they proved to be pretty effec- 
tive. But the problem is the fraudsters tend to move from that site 
and go to another city. 
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But the concern you raise is a very real one. And it is something 
that we have to pay attention to and for which I hope we will re- 
ceive adequate funding, both at HHS and at DOJ. 

Mr. Gallegly. I appreciate the assessment that many of these 
are moving onto other cities. But I am sure it won’t come as any 
news flash that that isn’t necessarily the case in areas like Los An- 
geles. They may move, but it may be across the street or into an- 
other pigeon hole where millions and millions of prescriptions are 
filled, or never filled, in storefronts that have maybe 150 square 
feet in them that is providing so-called Medicare benefit or Medi- 
care recipients in the thousands. So how would you describe the 
level of success you feel that you are having with resolutions to 
these folks that you are after? How many are you really — for in- 
stance, in Los Angeles how many major rings have you been able 
to shut down and put in jail? 

Attorney General Holder. Again, I would have to maybe provide 
you with some specific information after the hearing with regard 
to how successful we have been in Los Angeles. But I think the 
way in which you have described the issue, and as these intracity 
moves, moving from one place in Los Angeles to another place, this 
notion of storefronts exactly describes the problem, where people 
come in for — allegedly come in for services that aren’t rendered, 
and the government is billed for them, everything from blood trans- 
fusions to the use of prosthetics. There are a whole variety of 
scams that are used. And the way in which you have described it, 
especially with regard to storefronts in these strip malls, I mean, 
those are the kinds of things that we are trying to confront. I will 
get you the information about 

Mr. Gallegly. If you would be kind enough to get us informa- 
tion. I would like some specificity as it relates to durables, prescrip- 
tions, and things such as mammograms to people that are repeat- 
edly received as many as three and four mammograms in 1 week. 
I see my time has expired. Yield back. 

Attorney General Holder. I would just say you identified some- 
thing that really has to be a priority for the Justice Department. 
And I hope that Congress will support our funding request and 
HHS’s funding request. The money that we spend in these enforce- 
ment efforts, we save huge amounts of money down the road by 
just investing relatively small amounts of money in prevention and 
enforcement. It makes the programs that much more financially 
stable. 

Mr. Gallegly. I look forward to seeing the data. 

And I yield back, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Gallegly. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Smith. For what purpose does the gentleman from California 
seek recognition? 

Mr. Issa. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to renew my request that Mr. Farenthold be able to 
sit on the dais. Apparently, Mr. Schiff has left — Mr. Schiff is there, 
but we have a number of seats that are vacant on this side. And 
since he won’t be asking questions, any position would normally be 
fine. 
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Mr. Smith. Mr. Issa, I talked to the gentleman from Texas, and 
actually, I was just getting ready to recognize him. And he has re- 
quested, and I want to recognize the gentleman from Texas, my col- 
league, Blake Farenthold, who is an active member of the Over- 
sight and Government Reform Committee. And he is sitting on the 
front row. 

Blake, give us a wave. 

And appreciate his being here. And he is, I think, happy to ob- 
serve the Committee from where he is sitting. 

Mr. Issa. He looks better on the dais, though, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you. 

Mr. Issa. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Smith. Okay. 

The gentlewoman from Texas, Ms. Jackson Lee, is recognized for 
her questions. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and to 
the Ranking Member, for the opportunity. 

Mr. Attorney General, let me first of all thank you for your serv- 
ice and thank those who are sitting so prominently behind you. I 
work with chiefs of police as a former judge in my community. I 
think my former mayor, Mayor Lee P. Brown was a drug czar, but 
he was also the head of the Major Chiefs Association. He had the 
uncanny ability of being mayor and chiefs of police in New York, 
Houston, and Atlanta. And I notice our good friend that was for- 
merly the police chief here in the city — the District of Columbia has 
now moved onto Philadelphia. But I was looking at the timeline, 
and this will not be my total lineage of questioning, but I was look- 
ing at the timeline of operation Fast and Furious. Could you tell 
me when you were sworn in as the Attorney General of the United 
States of America? 

Attorney General Holder. In February of 2009. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. And I noticed that the ATF launched Project 
Gunrunner in 2005. Were you in the Justice Department in 2005? 
I don’t recollect that you were. 

Attorney General Holder. No, I wasn’t. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. So this is an ongoing program that started in 
essence under the Bush administration? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, Gunrunner started under the 
Bush administration, and Wide Receiver started under the Bush 
administration. Fast and Furious started under — during the 
Obama administration. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. And then there was some morphing. It is sort 
of a continuity of sorts, because I think they had sort of the same 
intent, if I am not mistaken. 

Attorney General Holder. Right. Operations with the same aim, 
which was designed to stop the flow of guns from the United States 
to Mexico. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I am looking at some news articles. And I am 
reading some numbers that are absolutely overwhelming. And one 
number says that nearly 40,000 have been killed in gangland drug 
warfare. Is that a crisis from your perspective? 

Attorney General Holder. It is a crisis of immense proportions. 
These are 40,000 people killed in Mexico over the last 5 years. But 
it is a national security concern for the United States of America. 
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Ms. Jackson Lee. And I think you made it very clear that the 
horrific infractions, failings of Fast and Furious, you are doggedly, 
along with the IG, on the process, doggedly pointing and looking 
to investigate what the flaws may have been. 

Attorney General Holder. That is correct. I have described it as 
a flawed investigation, flawed in concept, flawed in execution. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. You made the record very clear. 

Attorney General Holder. It is something that — where mistakes 
were made. And we have to find out where those mistakes were 
made. And then I am going to hold people accountable in that re- 
gard. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. And likewise, we have offered our sympathy 
to any fallen officer, but in particular to our fallen officer that was 
murdered in Arizona. 

Attorney General Holder. Officer Terry. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. And I offer, as well as we did when we lost 
an officer that suffered in the Customs and Border, in the incident 
in Mexico that happened as well, that was an issue that we con- 
fronted on the Homeland Security Committee. 

I just want to make sure I offer into the record, you mentioned 
what we can do in terms of no national gun trafficking law, and 
I would ask the Chairman that our Committee begin hearings on 
that because we need to be a partner with you. But I would like 
to put into the record that we recently passed, Mr. Secretary, H.R. 
82, which allows anyone to carry a gun into another State where 
they have a permit. I see uniformed officers behind you. My argu- 
ment was that this might jeopardize our uniformed officers and 
also violate States’ rights. I have here a list of opponents that in- 
clude 56 major chiefs of police. This bill was passed on the floor of 
the House. I would ask the Chairman to allow me to put this list 
again in the record regarding opposing H.R. 822. 

Mr. Smith. Without objection, the document will be made a part 
of the record. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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Opponents ot'li.R. 822 


Police Organizations 


* WsrnaUorwsi Association of Chiefs of Polios 

® Major Cities Chiefs Association, which represents police executives of 63 of the largest urban areas In the United States, 
including: 

® Atlanta, Georgia 

® Austin, Texas 

® Baltimore, Maryland 

® Baltimore County, Maryland 
» Boston, Massachusetts 
© Buffalo, New York 

® Cincinnati, Ohio 

* Charlotie/Meckienberg, N.C, 

© Cleveland, Ohio 

* Columbus, Ohio 

© Daiias, Texas 

® Denver, Colorado- 

* Detroit, Michigan 

* ES Paso, Texas 

© Houston. Texas ' 

© Fairfax Cou nty , Virginia 

* Indianapolis, Indiana 

* Jacksonville, Florida 

* Kansas City, Missouri 

® Las Vegas, Nevada 

«• Long Seach, California' 

© Los Angetes County, California 

® Memphis, Tennessee 

® Mismr-Dade, Florida 

® Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

® Montgomery County, Maryland 

* Nashville, Tennessee 

* Nassau County, New York 

* New Orleans, Louisiana : 


New York City, New York 
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* Newark, New Jersey 

* Qaklsnd, California 

* Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
® Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 

® Portland, Oregon 

* Prince George’s County, Maryland 

® St. Louis, Missouri 

* Sait Lake City, Utah 
® San Antonio, Texas. 

» San F rancisco, California 

'• San Jose, California 
'• Tucson, Arizona 
'* Virginia Beach; Virginia . 

«• Washington D.C. 

Police Foundation 

® National Association of Women Law Enforcement 

* I nlemationa! Association of Campus Law Enforcement Administrators 

State and Local Police Organisations and individuals 

® Alabama: Alabama Association of Chiefs of Police. 

® California: California Police Chiefs Association 

* • Colorado: Colorado Association of Chiefs of Police, Seffirsgharfi , CO' Police Chief T odd Ramsay,' Broomfield, CO Police Chief 
Thomas Deland, Colorado Springs Police Chief Richard Myers, Wheat Ridge, CO Police Chief Dsn Brennan 

® Florida: Daytona Beach, Fl Police Chief Mika Chitwood, Miami, Ft Police Chief Manuel Orosa, Tampa, FL Police Chief Jane 
Castor 

® Maryland: Maryland Chiefs of Police Associations Maryland Office of Crime Control and Prevention 

* Massachusetts: Boston Police Commissioner Edward Davis, New Bedford, MA Pciice Chief David Prevent: her, Revere, MA 
Police Chief Terence Reardon 

® Minnesota: Minnesota Chiefs of Police Association, Minneapolis Chief of Police Timothy Qoian, Duiulh Poise® Chief Gordon 
Ramsay 

® Nevada: Nevada Sheriffs' and Chiefs’ Association, Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Sheriff Dougias Gillespie 

» Pennsylvania: Pennsylvania Law Enforcement Gun Policy Group, Philadelphia, PA Chief Charles Ramsey, York, PA Pciice Chief 

Was Kahfsy, Reading, PA Police Chief William Heim 

© Virginia: Virginia Association of Chiefs of Police 

® Wisconsin: Wisconsin Association of Chiefs of Police, Milwaukee County Law Enforcement Executives, Milwaukee, Wl Police 

Chief Edward Flynn 

Domestic violence abuse victims advocates that oppose this legislation include: 
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• Colorado Coalition Against Domestic Viotenee 

• National Network to Ersd Domestic Vloisnce, representing 58 state and territorial domestic violence coalitions. 

• Minnesota Domestic Abuse Project 

• Protect Minnesota 

® New Ymk Stats Coalition Against Domestic Violence 

• Pennsylvania Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
® Poople Against Domestic and Sexual Abuse (W!) 

• Wisconsin Coalition Against Domestic Violence 

• ?h® Woman’s Center (Wi) \ 


Mayors 

* More than 600 leaders of big' cities and small towns across America are united in opposition to shipping communities of the ability 
keep themselves safe. 

® Mayors are perfectly positioned to hear and respond to the needs of their communities, not politicians in Washington with gun 
lobbyists bussing in their ears. Their highest responsibility is to enforce laws that protect their citizens, and they say this legislation 
would put people at risk by putting more guns in the hands of people who would not qualify for a fcca! permit, 


Faith leaders that oppose this legislation include: 

« Faiths United, a coalition of more than 30 major religious organizations:. 

® African Methodist Episcopal Church 

• American Baptist Churches of Ih® South 

• American Friends Service Committee 

® Baptist Peace Fellowship of North America 
« Catholic Health Association of the United States 
® Catholics in Alliance for the Common Good 
«• Church of the Brethren 

• Church Women United 

® Conference of Major Superiors of Men {CMSM ) 

• Disciples Home Mission. Christian Church { Disciples of Christ) 

• Dominican Sisters of Peace 
® The Episcopai Church 

•* Franciscan Action Nelwork 
» Friends Committee on National Legislation {FCNl) 

» Health Ministries Association 


Heeding Gad's Gall 

imam Makram n. El-Amin (MN) 



37 

® international Pariah Nurse Resource Center 
« Islamic Society of North America 

* Jewish Reconstruction 1st Federation 

« Leadership Conference of Women Religious 

• Maine Council of Churches 



® Chairperson and Rev. James Me intire - Heeding God’s Cali, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
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® Iowa: Attorney General Tom Mi lief 

* Minnesota; Minneapolis Office of the City Attorney Susan Segal 

* Minnesota: Minneapolis Department of Civil Rights 

® Mew York: New York State District Attorney's Association 

® New York: Attorney General Eric Schnesderman 

** New York: New York County District Attorney Gyrus R. Vance, Jr. 

* New York; New York State Law Enforcement Council 

® New York: Former New York County District Attorney Rotiert Morris Morgen ihau 

* Pennsylvania; Philadelphia, PA District Attorney Seth Williams 


Ms. Jackson Lee. Let me ask you how that compounds, poten- 
tially, the idea, having gone to the other body, potentially the dam- 
age and the devastation that may impact local chiefs and law de- 
partments who are on the streets every day. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, the concern that we certainly 
have with regard to officer safety, something that we have focused 
on a lot at the Justice Department in the last couple of years, we 
have seen historic drops in the crime rate. Over the last 2 years, 
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however, we have seen, unfortunately, a tragic rise in the number 
of officers who have been killed in the line of duty. And we have 
seen a spike in that rise over the course of this year. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. And I am not going to cut you off. My time 
is short. I just want to put this comment to my good friend from 
Wisconsin who compared this, the most major devastating incident 
in the Department of Justice since COINTELPRO — I happened to 
be a person that was on the select committee on assassinations for 
King and Kennedy, as a staffer, and I know full well what 
COINTELPRO was, and also dealing with the incident in terms of 
gun running in the Reagan administration. But the point I want 
to make is when an Attorney General covers up a torture memo, 
I believe that we should not so lightly point to an incident hap- 
pening in your department where you are fully investigating it. I 
questioned Secretary — excuse me, Attorney General Gonzales, with 
great respect for him, over and over again about the happenings in 
the hospital with then-Attorney General Ashcroft — and this was 
when Gonzales became Attorney General — regarding the torture 
memo, which was an enormous international, if you will, incident. 
And I could never get the truth on that particular set of cir- 
cumstances. 

So let us not compare the full investigation that you are engaged 
in with something worse than we could have ever expected. And I 
still don’t understand who the gentleman was trying to impeach, 
for this has no basis in the law for any impeachment proceedings, 
whether he is intending to speak to you or to the President of the 
United States. 

And I just wanted to be very clear that we are not in the 
grandstanding position today; we are in the getting truth position 
today, Mr. Chairman. 

And Mr. Attorney General, you are in the business of getting the 
truth. 

Thank you very much. I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Goodlatte, is recog- 
nized for questions. 

Mr. Goodlatte. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

General Holder, before turning to Fast and Furious, I would like 
to ask you a question regarding an investigation that is taking 
place in another Committee, the Energy and Commerce Committee. 
And that relates to the Solyndra Corporation and their default and 
bankruptcy and the investigation related to that. The law that set 
up the incentives for innovative technologies provides for the Sec- 
retary of Energy to notify the Attorney General when there is a de- 
fault on an obligation. This is 22 U.S.C., Section 16512, Subsection 
4(a). If the borrower defaults on an obligation, the Secretary shall 
notify the Attorney General of the default. Did Secretary Chu ever 
notify you of that default prior to this becoming the public furor 
that it has become? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t know if something like that 
has been transmitted to the Justice Department or not. 

Mr. Goodlatte. It requires that it be transmitted to you. Are 
you familiar with such a transmission being relayed to you? 
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Attorney General Holder. This is not something that I have 
seen. It doesn’t mean, however, it might not exist someplace in the 
Department. I just don’t know. 

Mr. Goodlatte. The reason it is important is that the next sec- 
tion, Subsection B, says that on notification, the Attorney General 
shall take such action as is appropriate to recover the unpaid prin- 
cipal and interest due from, one, such assets from the defaulting 
borrower as are associated with the obligation; or two, any other 
security pledged to secure the obligation. Obviously, if you are not 
notified, you are not able to take that action. 

In addition, that same public law provides in another section 
that the obligation shall be the subject to condition that the obliga- 
tion is not subordinate to any other financing. Obviously, the fact 
has been determined that Solyndra did subordinate its obligation 
to the U.S. to other private financiers. And I am wondering if, 
given the fact that it appears the law was violated in that regard, 
if the Attorney General’s Office is going to investigate what hap- 
pened there, how it was the Department of Energy allowed that 
subordination to take place, which required their approval, and if 
that investigation of who was responsible for that is taking place. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I guess on September the eighth 
of this year, agents from the FBI and from the Department of En- 
ergy’s Inspector General’s office executed search warrants on 
Sylindra’s offices. There is an ongoing investigation which kind of 
precludes my ability to speak too much about this matter, other 
than to say that this is something that we have under active inves- 
tigation. 

Mr. Goodlatte. Let me just follow up on my first question. 
Would you take a look and determine whether that notification 
from Secretary Chu was sent to the Attorney General’s Office? And 
if so, when that took place? And would you let the Committee know 
the answer to that question? 

Attorney General Holder. Yes. I can get you that answer, Con- 
gressman. 

Mr. Goodlatte. Thank you very much. 

Now, with regard to the Fast and Furious investigation, although 
the Department has taken steps to ensure that these tactics are 
never used again, it is certainly an unfortunate reality that we will 
continue to feel the effects of this flawed operation for years to 
come because thousands of firearms were transferred as a part of 
this program. The guns lost during this operation will continue to 
show up at crime scenes on both sides of the border. What are you 
doing to track them down? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I agree with you. And that is 
what I said in my opening statement, and what I said before in the 
Senate last month, that we are going to be feeling the repercus- 
sions of those mistakes and the flawed operation for years to come. 
And you are right, that we will be seeing these weapons in the 
United States I fear, certainly in Mexico as well. We are in the 
process of trying to determine, you know, to the extent we can, 
where they are, trying to use the tools that we have to seize these 
weapons. 

Mr. Goodlatte. You know who purchased them. You know when 
and where they were purchased. And are you aggressively fol- 
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lowing those leads? Even if some of those people may have been in- 
formants and so on, are you attempting to recover through those 
individuals these weapons? 

Attorney General Holder. We are certainly trying to follow 
those leads. But one of the flaws in the program 

Mr. Goodlatte. How many have you recovered? 

Attorney General Holder. Of the 2,000 guns, some several hun- 
dred have been recovered. I don’t know what the number is now 
precisely. That is another number that we can get you. 

But one of the problems is that once these guns are purchased 
and they get into the stream of commerce, they become difficult to 
follow. And one of the problems with the operation is that we don’t 
have all of the information, all of the information that you would 
want to have. 

But we are trying. I think several hundred weapons have been 
recovered. I don’t know how many are still out there. But your ob- 
servation is a correct one, and one that I agree with, that this is 
an issue that is going to be with us for many years to come. 

Mr. Goodlatte. And begs the question if they are difficult to fol- 
low, why were they ever allowed to get into this pipeline in the 
first place? 

Attorney General Holder. That is the flaw of Operation Fast 
and Furious. There is no question about that. 

Mr. Goodlatte. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Goodlatte. 

The gentlewoman from California, Ms. Waters, is recognized. 

Ms. Waters. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Holder, Attorney General Holder, I am trying to sort out 
some contradictions that are very obvious in this whole discussion 
about walking guns. And I am concerned about U.S. Congressman 
Dan Boren of Oklahoma and Denny Rehberg of Montana, who 
amended H.R. 1, the fiscal year continuing appropriations act of 
funding year 2011, to prohibit the use of Federal funds for a new 
regulation currently being proposed by the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms, and Explosives. From what I can understand, the 
AFT proposal would require licensed Federal firearms dealers to 
file reports with ATF on all sales of two or more semi-automatic 
rifles within 5 consecutive business days if the rifles are larger 
than 22-caliber and use detachable magazines. 

I don’t know whether or not this would apply to all of the States, 
or whether or not this would apply to California, Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Texas. But my real question is, given all of your ac- 
tions and your opposition to gun walking that started in the pre- 
vious Administration, and the way in which you are trying to make 
sure that this doesn’t happen again, all the actions that you have 
taken, why would anyone propose that your hands be tied and that 
you not be able to have a proposal that would certainly make all 
of us safer? 

I live in California. And we are constantly bombarded with the 
reports of drug lords and the killings that go on there on the border 
and the creeping into San Diego and other parts of California. So 
I am very supportive of what you have identified by way of con- 
taining guns being easily accessible to these drug lords and not al- 
lowing gun walking to ever happen again. So can you discuss with 
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me why your proposal should be adopted by AFT, and what would 
happen if in fact this amendment is — this Boren of Oklahoma and 
Denny Rehberg of Montana, their amendment would successfully 
get, you know, passed and to the President’s desk? How would this 
hamper your efforts? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I share your concerns. That is 
one of the things I talked about in my opening statement. It is a 
very reasonable, I think, and limited measure. It only applies to 
the four States that border Mexico. It would provide the ATF with 
real-time lead information. And it is consistent with what the rule 
that now exists with regard to the purchase of handguns. 

Just to give you a dramatic example, if somebody walked into 
one of these licensed dealers in one of those four States without 
this provision and wanted to buy 100 AK-47s, that information 
would not be reported to the ATF. The ATF, if that information 
was reported to them, would have the ability to start making ini- 
tial determinations as to whether or not there is something we 
need to be concerned about. 

But in the absence of that provision, somebody can walk in, and 
over the course of 5 days, whatever number of days, buy as many 
of these dangerous weapons, so many of which have been used 
in 

Ms. Waters. Excuse me, Mr. Attorney General, that was a dra- 
matic statement that you just made. Someone could legally pur- 
chase 100 weapons of the sort that you just described, and it 
wouldn’t have to be reported? 

Attorney General Holder. Not — if this provision were in place, 
that information would have to be reported 

Ms. Waters. Yes. 

Attorney General Holder [continuing]. By the dealer to the ATF. 

Ms. Waters. Yes. 

Attorney General Holder. But in the absence of that, in those 
four States, that would not occur. As long as there was not — as 
long as the guns were not — they would not have to do that. 

Ms. Waters. And you are talking about AK-47s, for example? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. I am using a dramatic example, 
but that would be accurate. 

Ms. Waters. Well, that is alarming. Are you sure that you have 
made Mr. Boren and Mr. Rehberg aware of how they could poten- 
tially hamper the ability to get that kind of information that would 
be so important for ATF? 

Attorney General Holder. It is something that we have certainly 
tried to share information with Members of Congress about. We are 
in litigation now here in the District Court in Washington with 
people who are opposed to the implementation of this, I think, very 
reasonable regulation. It is something that we are prepared to fight 
for. 

Ms. Waters. Well, thank you very much. And I am hopeful that 
there is some way that you can make this absolutely clear to all 
of the Members of Congress. Because I suspect there are many 
Members who do not understand what would happen with the 
Boren amendment. And I think it is important that at least we 
have the facts as you have described them. Thank you. 

And I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. Smith. Thank you, Ms. Waters. 

The gentleman from California, Mr. Lungren, is recognized. 

Mr. Lungren. Thank you very much. 

Thank you for being here, Mr. Attorney General. 

Mr. Attorney General, just for some facts on the table. With re- 
spect to the previous quote-unquote Gunrunner programs, includ- 
ing Wide Receiver, in those programs, are you aware of whether or 
not the agents involved were instructed to break off surveillance 
once the weapons were delivered? 

Attorney General Holder. No, they were not. But both of 

Mr. Lungren. Isn’t that one of 

Attorney General Holder [continuing]. The programs were dif- 
ferent in terms of the instructions that were given, the reality is 
that guns nevertheless made their way, in Wide Receiver, to Mex- 
ico. 

Mr. Lungren. I understand that. I understand that. I am not 
talking about that. Were you aware of that, the Wide Receiver pro- 
gram? Were you aware of the failure of the Wide Receiver program 
before you were aware of the Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. No, I became aware of Wide Receiver 
I guess during the course of our examination of Fast and Furious. 

Mr. Lungren. Anybody under your overall supervision aware of 
the failure of Wide Receiver, either prior to the time that Fast and 
Furious started or during its operation? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, we now know that people in the 
Criminal Division of the Justice Department were aware of Wide 
Receiver, the problems that were associated with Wide Receiver. 

Mr. Lungren. Can you give me any reason why anybody would 
believe that a program like this would be contemplated with the 
idea that the agents would be instructed to break off surveillance 
once the weapons were delivered? Isn’t that asking for disaster? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. And again, I don’t disagree 
with you that that is a flawed concept. And exactly who did it, why 
they did it is something that the Inspector General, I hope, will 
help us resolve. 

Mr. Lungren. I understand you have got the Inspector General, 
but you are running a Department. And frankly, if you passed ev- 
erything off to the Inspector General before making management 
decisions about whether people who were responsible for previous 
decisions should remain in power, frankly, you would be giving the 
Inspector General the job to do. 

Attorney General Holder. I understand that I have 

Mr. Lungren. No, no. Here is the only reason that I bring this 
up. You are the one who brought up the question of the previous 
Administration. And okay, you want to do that. But let’s talk about 
the distinction between those programs. That was not gun walking 
in the terminology that most people think. When you talk about a 
controlled delivery, even though you can go to the dictionary and 
say controlled delivery means you just control it to delivery. The 
parlance of controlled delivery in previous programs meant that 
you followed it afterwards. 

Now, they screwed up because they found that those indicators 
that they had that were supposed to let them know where the 
weapons were, the bad guys figured that out. But I would hope 
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that — I mean, here is my problem. I mean, when I became a Con- 
gressman this time around, people said what is the difference be- 
tween being Attorney General of California and being a Congress- 
man? I said, well, after I finish a meeting, I don’t have to go out 
and face reporters who ask me about something one of my 5,000 
employees has done that I don’t know anything about. And I know 
you have more than 5,000 employees. But that was my internal 
thought. The fact of the matter is I am responsible. I was respon- 
sible for what they did. And you are responsible for what these 
folks did. 

And the frustration I have is this, and maybe it is unfair, so 
maybe you can help me with this. After all this time, we still don’t 
know, because the Inspector General is looking at it, we still don’t 
know who knew what when and who made the decisions. And that 
doesn’t give much confidence to the American people, particularly 
when CBS reports that there is a memo from AFT Field Operations 
Assistant Director Mark Chait e-mailed Bill Newell, I guess New- 
ell, with this, quote, Bill, can you see if these guns were all pur- 
chased from the same licensed gun dealer and at one time? We are 
looking at anecdotal cases to support a demand letter on long gun 
municipal sales, thanks. 

I have got to deal with people in my district who are law-abiding 
citizens who believe in the Second Amendment who say to me look, 
the Feds are overreaching all over the place, and here you got a 
situation where they screwed up. They are the ones responsible for 
hundreds, if not thousands of weapons going to Mexico. People are 
dying, including some of our law enforcement agents. And yet they 
are using that as an excuse to extend their reach in the law. Now, 
either this memo — are you aware of this memo, July 14, 2010, from 
Mark Chait to Bill Newell? 

Attorney General Holder. No, I am not aware of it. 

Mr. Lungren. Would you think that would be appropriate? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I think what you — you are tak- 
ing a memo and taking it I think out of context. 

Mr. Lungren. Sir, I will give you a chance to answer, but I will 
tell you why I don’t think I am taking it out of context. This is in 
direct reference to the guns that were involved in Fast and Furi- 
ous. And then you have someone under your direction — not saying 
you directed them to do it, but someone who is under your author- 
ity saying, let’s use this stuff. Maybe it is going to help us. I don’t 
know if it is going to help us at a hearing, but it is going to help 
us try and get our new policy through. And then I am trying to re- 
spond to law-abiding citizens who believe in the Second Amend- 
ment who say, you got the Federal Government who screws up 
sending thousands of weapons south; they are using that as an ex- 
cuse why they should put more restrictions on us. So how do I re- 
spond to that in a way that is fair based on the facts when so far 
I have heard, I am sorry, Mr. Congressman, I can’t tell you because 
the Inspector General is looking at it? 

Attorney General Holder. Let me deal with both of those things. 
First, that the Inspector General has a responsibility that I have 
asked her to assume, and that is to do an independent investiga- 
tion of that. That will take time. 
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That does not, however, lessen the responsibility that I have as 
the head manager of the Justice Department to take steps where 
that is appropriate. And I have taken steps. I have made personnel 
decisions. I am prepared — those were initial determinations that I 
have made. And I am prepared to take other steps before the In- 
spector General reports back. I think that will be — her conclusions, 
her findings will be useful for me in trying to make ultimate deter- 
minations. But I don’t need the Inspector General to make certain 
determinations that I will make. 

With regard to the question of that memo and the long gun rule, 
the ATF reached out to the field to obtain examples of cases or op- 
erations where that kind of a rule would have been helpful. Now, 
the operation known as Fast and Furious was one of seven cases 
that were already underway, already underway, that ATF later 
cited as an example to illustrate the potential benefit of collecting 
information about the multiple sales of certain types of rifles. So 
this was already underway when that question was 

Mr. Lungren. I understand, but you would see how some people 
might reasonably come to the conclusion that it was sort of self- 
dealing. The Department creates a situation in weapons go south 
across the border in the hundreds, if not the thousands, and then 
uses evidence of the fact that that occurred to support their effort 
to try and extend the reach of the law. That is my question. 

Attorney General Holder. But Congressman, with all due re- 
spect — 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California is recognized for an 
additional 30 seconds so the Attorney General can answer the last 
question. 

Attorney General Holder. I say this with all due respect. Take 
a step back and think about the implications of what you are say- 
ing is that the Justice Department came up with a flawed program 
in order to justify a regulation. And given all that has flown 

Mr. Lungren. I am talking about after the fact, after the fact. 
You screwed up, you ought to admit you screwed up, but you ought 
not to use your screw-up as a basis for trying to extend your au- 
thority. That is my point. I am not trying to talk about a con- 
spiracy. I am talking about a responsible action after the fact. 
When you screw up, you ought to say you screw up. The people in- 
volved ought to say they screwed up. And then don’t allow your 
screw-up to be the basis for trying to extend your legislative agen- 
da. That is all I am saying. 

Attorney General Holder. And all I am saying is, as I said, 
there were seven cases. These things were already underway when 
that information was sought. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Lungren. 

The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Johnson, is recognized. 

Mr. Johnson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you, Attorney General Holder, for being here today. 

There is a hole in our gun control laws that is so large that you 
could drive or fly a space shuttle through it. And it is called the 
gun show loophole. And what that gun show loophole enables unli- 
censed firearms sellers to do is to sell an unlimited amount of fire- 
arms per year, or per gun show, to anybody, without having to per- 
form a background check as a licensed gun dealer must. And so we 
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have got gun shows, thousands of gun shows per year being held 
throughout America, and we have got untold numbers of licensed 
gun dealers who are selling their wares at those gun shows, and 
you have untold thousands of unlicensed private weapons dealers 
who are selling firearms, including automatic assault rifles of the 
type that walked away in Operation Fast and Furious. 

How many automatic assault rifles walked away during Fast and 
Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. I think the number that has generally 
been reported is about 2,000. 

Mr. Johnson. It is about 2,000. 

Now, how many firearms are sold to al-Qaeda terrorists, to other 
convicted felons, to domestic violence perpetrators, to convicted fel- 
ons, to White supremacists, how many unlicensed gun dealers — or 
let’s say how many weapons, how many assault rifles let’s just say 
in a given year are sold to such individuals by unlicensed gun deal- 
ers at these gun shows that are unregulated? And how many of 
those end up walking away to Mexico? Can you give us a number 
on that? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t have a number on that. I can 
certainly endeavor 

Mr. Johnson. Would it be more than a couple of hundred? 

Attorney General Holder. Sir, I am pretty certain it would be 
more than 2,000. But in terms of getting those numbers for you, 
I can try to do that and provide you with those numbers after the 
hearing. 

Mr. Johnson. It would seem to me that with the thousands of 
gun shows and unknown numbers of private gun owners selling an 
unknown number of weapons, including assault rifles, to unknown 
people, it would seem to me that there is a fair possibility that a 
whole lot more than 2,000 weapons would walk out of the gun 
show and find their way into the hands of a Mexican drug cartel. 
Would you agree with me on that? 

Attorney General Holder. Again, without knowing the numbers, 
I wouldn’t want to guess. But I think that one of the things we 
need to focus on is to know who actually is buying weapons. 

Mr. Johnson. And we don’t have that ability right now with that 
gun show loophole. Correct? 

Attorney General Holder. We don’t have it across the board. 

Mr. Johnson. Okay. Now, let me ask you this question. Over the 
last 5 and a half years, we have had five acting directors of the 
ATF. How does the Senate’s failure and refusal to confirm a nomi- 
nee for that important agency, what effect does that have on the 
ability of that agency to be guided in a way so as to avoid the kind 
of situations like Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. I think that is actually a very good 
point. When you have a confirmed head, there is a certain prestige 
that goes with that demarcation. But beyond that, it allows a per- 
son to have a longer term, to have a certain consistency to put in 
place programs, to put in place controls that did not exist and that 
allowed Fast and Furious to happen. What Todd Jones has done as 
the acting head of ATF in a relatively short period of time I think 
is fairly remarkable. It would be a better thing if we had somebody 
in his place who had a confirmed — was a confirmed person, and 
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could extend the time that he would spend or she would spend run- 
ning the organization. Todd is still the head of the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office in Minnesota. And I can’t expect him to devote, you know, 
4 years, for instance, as somebody might if they were a confirmed 
head and serve a full term, a full Presidential term, to do the same 
thing. And that consistency, that presence for an extended period 
of time has I think a huge positive impact on an organization. 

Mr. Johnson. You think the NRA and other Second Amendment 
rights radicals have confidence that the U.S. will not have a com- 
petent ATF head if the Senate continues to deny a leader for that 
organization, thus rendering it rudderless? Is politics causing that, 
you think? 

Attorney General Holder. I mean, it certainly has a negative 
impact on the organization. There are certain groups that I think 
have actively opposed nominees, both put up by President Bush as 
well as President Obama, who I think were amply qualified to lead 
the organization and who, for whatever reason, were not confirmed. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Johnson. 

The gentleman from California, Mr. Issa, is recognized. 

Mr. Issa. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And I would be remiss if I didn’t take exception to calling the 
NRA members, the millions of them, radicals. I think that is an of- 
fensive statement beneath contempt in this Committee. 

Mr. Attorney General, will you agree to come before the Over- 
sight Committee without the need for a subpoena in the January 
time frame? 

Mr. Johnson. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Issa. I will not. 

Mr. Attorney General, will you agree to come before the Com- 
mittee I Chair, the Oversight Committee, the one you produced 
these documents to, in the January time frame without the need 
for a subpoena? 

Attorney General Holder. I will consider it, but I will note I 
have testified on four occasions with regard to this matter. I have 
appeared before you on at least two occasions. 

Mr. Issa. You have appeared before this Committee. Your organi- 
zation pushed back on the request for a joint hearing here today. 
Not will you consider it, but do I need to serve a subpoena on your- 
self, and Lanny Breuer, and the other people under direct inves- 
tigation of my Committee, or will you agree to come voluntarily in 
the January time frame before the Committee? 

Attorney General Holder. I will consider any request that you 
make. 

Mr. Issa. I thank you, Mr. Attorney General. 

I now would go to the questions of e-mails. This is the document 
you refer to. Most of these documents, 5,000 or so, are, in fact, e- 
mails. Mr. Attorney General, I have a question for you. Not one of 
these e-mails, in fact, is yours. Aren’t you an a prolific e-mailer? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Issa. Don’t you e-mail? 

Attorney General Holder. Yes. 

Mr. Issa. Do you have a personal e-mail account and as well as 
an Attorney General’s e-mail account? 
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Attorney General Holder. I have an e-mail account at the Jus- 
tice Department, yes. 

Mr. Issa. Do you have a personal e-mail? 

Attorney General Holder. Yes. 

Mr. Issa. Do you regularly e-mail to Lanny Breuer, your former 
partner and your head of the Criminal Division? 

Attorney General Holder. No, I wouldn’t say regularly. There 
are only a limited number of people who know my e-mail address 
in the Justice Department. 

Mr. Issa. Let me cut to the chase. Don’t you think it is a little 
conspicuous in his absence that there is not one e-mail to or from 
you related to Fast and Furious in any way, shape or form? 

Attorney General Holder. There are a variety of reasons why 
the e-mails that we have shared with you are there. We have 
shared in an unprecedented way e-mail information that no Justice 
Department, no Attorney General has ever authorized before. You 
have deliberative information contained, I guess, in 

Mr. Issa. But isn’t it true that executive privilege does not flow 
to the Attorney General, only to the office of the President? So de- 
liberative process within your Department running law enforce- 
ment, in fact, doesn’t serve executive privilege. As the Chairman 
said going on, you haven’t cited any reason that these would not 
have been delivered. 

Attorney General Holder. In making production determinations, 
we have followed what Attorneys General in the past have always 
used in applicable standards, and these are Republican as well as 
Democratic Attorneys General. And the information that we have 
provided to you has been responsive, has been, I think, fulsome, 
and also unprecedented. 

Mr. Issa. Well, unprecedented would be an Attorney General 
who knew nothing about something where his own DAG, now his 
present chief of staff, was intimately familiar. 

Gary Grindler was well aware, according to documents provided 
of Fast and Furious, on March 12, 2010. Are you aware of that, 
that he with an aware of Fast and Furious and what its procedures 
were on March of 2010? 

Attorney General Holder. It was certainly brought to his atten- 
tion as a part of a regular briefing he got from ATF, but he did 
not hear during that briefing anything about the tactics. 

Mr. Issa. Really? Is that why in his own handwriting when he 
talks about going to stash houses, he clearly understood in a docu- 
ment you have delivered — he clearly understood in his own hand- 
writing what the tactic was. 

Attorney General Holder. No, that is not 

Mr. Issa. I am sorry, but I am going to ask you a different ques- 
tion — 

Attorney General Holder. Well 

Mr. Issa. Because he understood. No, no. 

Attorney General Holder. Could I answer that question? 

Mr. Issa. You have answered it less than truthfully. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Could the questioner allow the witness to an- 
swer the question? 

Mr. Issa. Madam, this is my time. I am not yielding. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I am not asking you to yield. 
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Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California Mr. Issa has the time. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I would appreciate it if you would allow the 
witness to answer the question. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California Mr. Issa has the time. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I understand that. 

Mr. Smith. The gentlewoman from Texas 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I would appreciate it if the witness could be 
allowed to answer the question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. The gentlewoman from Texas has not been recog- 
nized. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I ask for a sense of protocol here. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California has the time. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Attorney General, as I was saying, Mr. Grindler — 
you can’t answer on his behalf, and so it makes no sense to. This 
is evidence that was delivered. 

Do you regularly talk to your chief of staff? And do you regularly 
receive oral briefings from Mr. Grindler? And, in fact, when you 
made the decision to have him be the DAG and then the chief of 
staff, wouldn’t it be reasonable to assume that if he knew on March 
10th, as this document indicates, that you would also know, March 
10th, March of 2010, March 12 of 2010? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, first, he was not intimately — 
made intimately familiar with the program as a result of that brief- 
ing. The briefing that he received from then-Acting Director Nelson 
did not go into the tactics. Nelson indicated 

Mr. Issa. Of course it didn’t go into the tactics. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask that I have the time restored that I 
lost with the lady’s interruption. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman is recognized for an additional minute 
and also to give the opportunity to the Attorney General to respond 
to the question. 

Mr. Issa. I certainly look forward to that. 

Mr. Attorney General 

Attorney General Holder. I was in the middle of an answer, I 
think. 

Mr. Issa. You know, you are in the middle of filibustering, so I 
will let you answer. I have two more things to quickly go over, and 
then you can have all the time the Chairman will give you. 

Does it surprise you that these boxes, five boxes, represent just 
what one gun dealer gave us voluntarily, while, in fact, this seems 
to be all the information you have responsive to our subpoena; does 
it cause you to think that, in fact, we believe you were withholding 
documents? We believe that, in fact, there is more production. So 
my final question — and you can answer all of them for as long as 
the Chairman wants — is do you today have documents responsive 
to the lawful request of the Oversight Committee that have not yet 
been granted? 

Attorney General Holder. All right. Well, Let me go back to my 
first answer that I was not 

Mr. Issa. Well, mine is pretty easy. Mine is a yes or no, and then 
the others you are going to go on for a while. 

Attorney General Holder. I will get to that. 

Mr. Issa. Would you please get to it first? 
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Attorney General Holder. With regard to Gary Grindler, he was 
not provided with a detailed analysis of Fast and Furious. He was 
given information about 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman, I asked earlier that the Attorney Gen- 
eral be placed under oath. I was denied that. But what I will make 
the point is that it is not productive for anyone to come before this 
Committee and tell us what somebody else didn’t know. That is ex- 
actly how the legislative liaison behind the Attorney General Mr. 
Weich came and gave false testimony to my Committee, false be- 
cause people who are still working for the Attorney General know- 
ingly gave him misleading information in addition to the U.S. at- 
torney, and no action has been taken. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Is the gentleman’s time extended, or is there 
regular order? 

Mr. Issa. I might note for the record that the IG 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I have a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I have a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California continues to be recog- 
nized. And let me make a point in the record that he is not over 
time near as much as the gentlewoman from Texas was a few min- 
utes ago. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. I thank you for your courtesies, but I would 
like to understand whether the gentleman has extended time. 

Mr. Smith. And he was recognized for that purpose, as the Attor- 
ney General will be recognized for the purpose of responding 

Ms. Jackson Lee. And will he allow the Attorney General to an- 
swer the question? 

Mr. Issa. I look forward to it. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman, I use only 5 more seconds. 

The fact is the inspector general has released information that 
was secret to the object of our investigation with the knowledge of 
the Justice Department. She is not currently, in our opinion, quali- 
fied to investigate and, in fact, has overstepped the line by deliv- 
ering secret tapes to the object of our investigation while the Jus- 
tice Department was slow-rolling that discovery. And this is the 
ATF agent that was intimately involved with this. 

So I want you to understand I have treated this Attorney Gen- 
eral as a hostile witness because ultimately when he comes before 
us saying he is going to clean house, no house has been cleaned. 
And I would love to hear his answers. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. The Attorney Gen- 
eral will be given the opportunity to respond. 

Attorney General Holder. I will try again. Gary Grindler was 
not provided with information as you have described, intimate in- 
formation, about Operation Fast and Furious. He was not told 
about the tactics that were used there. The person who did the 
briefing was the acting head of ATF, and he has, I understand, tes- 
tified before your Committee that he did not, in fact, share that 
tactical information with Mr. Grindler. 
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I note that Mr. Nelson also briefed you, Congressman, about a 
month or so later or before, I forget which, and he said at that time 
he did not share with you information about those tactics. So the 
notion for your contention that Gary Grindler was familiar with 
this or intimately familiar with this is inconsistent with what I 
think the facts are. 

And you take me to task for trying to assume what I know 
Grindler to have said. You have not interviewed him as well, and 
nevertheless you feel comfortable doing the same thing. 

With regard to the documents that you talked about, we have not 
withheld any documents that are responsive to the matters that 
you have — that you have asked us about. We have withheld infor- 
mation that pertains to ongoing investigations; that is the thing 
that might have limited our document production. But again, what 
we produced on February the 4th is unlike anything that any Com- 
mittee in any part of this Congress, Senate or House, has ever seen 
before. And I want to make clear, as we said in that letter, that 
is not precedential, not holding, and I don’t think any future Attor- 
ney General should be expected to do that, but given the nature of 
what we did in withdrawing that February 4 letter, it seemed to 
me to make sense to make an exception to what has been a long- 
recognized rule. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman, could the AG be allowed to fully an- 
swer, since it was pursuant to a subpoena whether or not his an- 
swer about did he provide 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Issa. It means he was withholding or not withholding. He 
did not answer that. 

Ms. Waters. Mr. Chairman, that requires unanimous consent. I 
withhold 

Mr. Smith. The gentlewoman has now been recognized. 

I was asking the Attorney General a question. Does the Attorney 
General wish to respond any further to the questions? 

Attorney General Holder. I am fine. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from Virginia Mr. Scott is recognized 
for his question. 

Mr. Scott. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

General Holder, a lot has been made about the letter written by 
your Assistant Attorney General Mr. Ron Weich. Nobody expected 
him or believes that he has any personal knowledge of the informa- 
tion, but expected him to get the information and relay it. The in- 
formation has, I think, been subsequently determined to be false. 
Do you know where he got the false information? 

Attorney General Holder. The information that was contained 
in that letter, the incorrect information that was contained in that 
letter, was derived from people in the field who had the operational 
responsibility for Operation Fast and Furious, both from the ATF 
in Phoenix as well as the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Phoenix. That 
information, I think logically, was presumed to be accurate. That 
information was transmitted to people in Washington, who put the 
letter together. And if you look at the February 4 document produc- 
tion that we made, you can see how this went back and forth and 
how the letter was actually put together. 
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It turned out that the people in Phoenix had information that 
was not, in fact, accurate, and that is the stuff that found itself 
into the February the 4th letter. 

Mr. Scott. Now, what did you do when you found out that the 
information was not accurate? 

Attorney General Holder. I couldn’t hear you. 

Mr. Scott. What did you do when you found out that the infor- 
mation was not accurate? 

Attorney General Holder. One of the things that I did early on 
was to ask the inspector general to look into this. I was hearing 
from inside the Justice Department one set of facts. I was hearing 
from Members of Congress and members of the media something 
else. An it seemed to me that given this disparate information that 
I was receiving, that an investigation needed to be had. And on 
February the 28th, I asked the inspector general to begin an inves- 
tigation. 

Mr. Scott. An article in USA Today says, “The program,” refer- 
ring to Fast and Furious, “was fundamental" — "which Holder has 
finally acknowledged is fundamentally flawed occurred with the 
knowledge and approval of Justice.” 

Do you want to respond to that statement? 

Attorney General Holder. That is not true. I mean, the notion 
that people in Washington, the leadership of the Department, ap- 
proved the use of those tactics in Fast and Furious is simply incor- 
rect. This was not a top-to-bottom operation; this was a regional 
operation that was controlled by ATF and by the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office in Phoenix. 

Mr. Scott. There is a memo dated November 16, 2007, about a 
meeting of the Attorney General in 2007 with the Mexican Attor- 
ney General that says, Of particular importance ATF has recently 
worked jointly with Mexico on the first-ever attempt to have a con- 
trolled delivery of weapons being smuggled into Mexico by a major 
arms trafficker. While the first attempts at this controlled delivery 
have not been successful, the investigation is ongoing. 

Does that suggest to you that guns were so-called walking in 
2007? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, certainly not walking in the 
same way that they were allowed to walk in Fast and Furious, but 
the reality was guns did find their way into Mexico in an inappro- 
priate way. 

And one thing that I want people to understand is that I don’t 
know what Attorneys General did back then and how they reacted 
to it, but I can tell you what this Attorney General did. I asked for 
an inspector general investigation. I sent out a directive to the field 
that this kind of activity was inappropriate. I made personnel 
changes. And I am overseeing with the help of Todd Jones substan- 
tial reforms at ATF. I was very active in dealing with this issue. 
You can look at what other Attorneys General did. 

Mr. Scott. Thank you. 

Switching subjects, the last Administration was cited for political 
hiring within the Civil Rights Division. Have you continued that 
political hiring in violation of the law? 

Attorney General Holder. We hire people within the Civil 
Rights Division on the basis of their experience, their commitment 
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to that which the Civil Rights Division has historically stood for, 
people who are going to be good litigators, people who are going to 
work hard. We don’t hire people on the basis of political or ideolog- 
ical affiliation. 

Mr. Scott. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have a number of other 
questions that I will be submitting 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Would the gentleman yield for a moment? 
Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Scott. For the record I yield the balance of the time. 

Ms. Jackson Lee. Thank you. 

Very quickly, Mr. Chairman, I would like to put into the record 
the Examiner: Mexico Losing Its War on Drug Cartels; and the Los 
Angeles Times that says how many have died in Mexico’s drug war. 
Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Smith. I am sorry. 

Mr. Scott. She asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. Smith. Without objection. 

[The information referred to follows:] 



54 


Mexico losing ils war with drug cartels | Washington Examiner 


Page I of 2 


lewjtxatmner 

washingtonexaminer.com 


Mexico losing its war with drug cartels 

By Sara A Carter |0VT7'H 8 05 PM 
Notional Security Con&seaixfrot 

What happens when a country declares war on x m- 1 - > ( rj»ir <twr^riuic o c • 'mi..; . m /u 

its deadly illegal drug cartels and loses? 

Moxtcan poAce in vosttgatn a violent Inodonl on March 2 1 2010 in 

The violent deaths of nearly 35,000 in Mexico in , Ju “ , “ Mbmo 
the past tour years symbolize a growing crisis for 

the United States as its southern neighbor is increasingly destabilized by competing drug 
organizations that have infdtrated every level of government, according to numerous U.S. 
officials. 

President Felipe Calderon’s efforts to dismantle the drug gangs since taking office in 2006 has 
increased the number of grisly killings without diminishing the strength of the various criminal 
groups so far, experts said. That has placed U.S. security and Mexican security at risk. 

"Mexico needs to lake down the major cartel players or ask for our help to get it done," said a 
U.S. official who is familiar with operations in the region. "Mexico is at a crisis point, and the 
situation is gelling worse. We arc left with an insecure border controlled by drug cartels, and 
our ability to limit their operations starts on our side. Unfortunately, that's not good enough." 

The escalation in violence also presents a serious risk to U.S. federal law enforcement officials 
who complain the situation is not being given the attention it deserves, said T.J. Bonner, 
president of tile National Border Patrol Council. 

"I’m not sure what it's going to take to get our attention on Mexico," Bonner said. ’’I’m not sure 
what it's going to take to get the federal government to realize what a serious security risk our 
border and Mexico really is." 

Calderon said Inst week that 2010 was a "year of extreme violence" that has led to the brutal 
deaths of Mexican law enforcement and government officials. Beheadings, mutilations and 
shootings last year were pnrt of the drug cartels' modus operandi. Killings escalated by bo 
percent in a year, claiming 15,000 lives in 2010, according to Mexican authorities. 

"We are aware that we are going through a very difficult time on security issues," Calderon said 
to reporters and anti-crime groups in Mexico on Wednesday. 

The official death toll understates the problem, one U.S. official said. Corruption inside the 
Mexican government and police organizations makes it difficult to conduct joint U.S.-Mexico 
operations without putting U.S. agents at risk, the official added. 

"Many times when a person is executed they go down as missing because there isn't a body to 
be found associated with the crime," the official said. "We must also be vigilant when it comes 
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to sharing information with Mexican authorities on operations because some are in the pockets 
of the drug cartels. The situation is out of control and may require military action on the part of 
Mexico and the U.S. to dismantle the top narcos." 

Last week 5 14 headless bodies of men between the ages of 15 and 30 were discovered in the 
resort city of Acapulco. Along with the bodies were handwritten messages signed "El Chapo's 
People," a reference to one of Mexico’s most powerful cartels, the Sinaloa cartel headed by 
Joaquin "El Chapo" Guzman. 

Chapo's cartel was also believed to be responsible for the deaths of 17 more people near the 
same area, including two poheemen who were shot dead on patrol in the beachside area. 

"It's difficult when Chapo has the members of the federal government, state and local 
authorities in his pocket," the U.S. official said. "That's why Chapo is still in control and free to 
terrorize." 

According to Mexican authorities, the four-year death toll from drug traffickers includes 30,913 
executions, 3,153 deaths in shootouts between gangs and 546 deaths involving attacks on 
authorities, many of whom were on the drug cartel payrolls. 

Bonner will be attending a memorial service Friday for slain Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry, a 
U.S. Marine veteran who was shot and killed in earl}' December while working on the border in 
Rio Rico, Ariz. The 40-year-old agent was killed by bandits who had been "robbing illegal 
immigrants crossing into the U.S.," Bonner said. 

Bonner added that Terry's death is just one example of how violence from Mexico has spilled 
into the United States. 

"Despite all the pronouncements that the border is better now, more secure than at any other 
time, all we need to do is look at Terry's death," Bonner said. "The bandits had targeted the area 
because it was used to move a large number of illegal people into the United States. That 
doesn't give me warm fuzzies that the border is secure when you have hundreds of people 
crossing into the U.S." 

Sara A. Carter is The Washington Examiner's national security correspondent. She can be 
reached at scarter@washingtonexaminer.com . 
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How many have died in Mexico's drug war? 

June 7, aon 1 10:42 am 



The last figure released by the Mexican government on the number of dead during its 4 
1/2-year, military-led crackdown on organized crime came in January, at just over 
34,000. It covered the period from the start of the drug war in December 2006 until the 
end of 2oto. 

Homicides attributed to the drug war continue across the country on a daily basis, and 
many more violent incidents probably go unreported. Self-censorship is widespread 
among news outlets in violent states such as Tamaulipas and Chihuahua. 

With 2011 nearing its midway point, how many people have been killed in Mexico? 
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Until May many major international news outlets covering Mexico used the general 
figure of 34.000 or 35,000 drug war deaths — while bodies have kept piling up in 
shootouts or discovered in mass graves bv the hundreds . I n the border city of Ciudad 
Juarez alone, for example, at least 976 people have been violently killed in the 
metropolitan region since the beginning of 2011, reports the tally at Frontera List. 

But several news outlets in Mexico, as well as the p eace mo vement of poet Javier 
Sicilia, have begun citing a figure of 40,000 dead since last month, A U.S.-based law- 
enforcement group favoring more liberal drug policies assembled this online data 
map from news and Internet sources to arrive an estimate topping 40,000, an increase 
of about 6,000 since the last official figure. (The Times lately has cited an estimate of at 
least 38,000, based on the official figures plus an approximation for the first months 
of 20it derived from mainstream Mexican media tallies.) 

Many drug-related deaths are simply not counted, and scores of people remain missing 
or disappeared. As The Times has report ed, the missing constitute a confounding 
mystery that casts doubt on virtually any figure of deaths related to the drug war. 

The death tally also functions as a political tool. As the number of victims creeps 
Spanish). 

A "peace caravan" led by the poet left Cuernavaca in Morelos state last week and is set to 
arrive in Ciudad Juarez on Friday. Sicilia is expected to meet with an array of border and 
peace activists to sign a "national pact" making six demands of President Felipe 
Calderon. These include a demilitarization of the effort against Mexico's powerful drug 
cartels, placing more emphasis on education reform and targeting money laundering 
and entrenched corruption. 

In turn, Calderon's conservative government argues that its campaign against the drug 
cartels is not an enforcement-only effort but incorporates steps to address some of the 
social and institutional causes of drug-related violence. The administration has 
repeatedly argued that the vast majority of the deaths stem from battles between rival 
trafficking groups — a sign that the crackdown is weakening them. 

Through a spokeswoman, Calderon's office told La Plaza late Monday that government 
analysts are updating the drug war toll, but do not yet have a specified release date. The 
government maintains a se archable database Oink in Spanish) of deaths related to 
organized crime through 2010. 
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The death toll has always Included a presumed majority of suspected cartel members, 
plus smaller numbers of military personnel, federal and local police officers, politicians, 
journalists, lawyers, human-rights activists, students, migrants from Central and South 
America and a handful of U.S. government employees, including a consular official 
killedin Ciudad Juarez and a customs agent gunned down in San Luis Potosi. 

Overall, til U.S. citizens were killed in Mexico in 2010, by far the most violent year in 
the war. according to the last travel advisory issued by the U.S. State Department. The 
advisory does not specify which of those deaths may be tied to the drug war. In addition, 
numerous innocent bystanders and even in fants have fallen victim to the violence. 


Whatever the toll in Mexico, tallies have not included victims of violence attributed to 
Mexican drug cartels that are infiltrating Central America. Last month, 27 people were 
found decapitated on a remote farm in Guatemala in an attack blamed on a Mexican 
cartel. 


- Daniel Hernan dez in Mexico City 



Mr. Scott. I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman yields back his time. 

The gentleman from Iowa Mr. King is recognized. 

Mr. King. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, Attorney 
General Holder, for coming here to testify. I had a number of ques- 
tions that come to mind as I listened to the responses that are 
here. They sort down to this: As near as I can determine, have you 
identified the weapon that actually killed Agent Terry? 
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Attorney General Holder. That would go into a ballistics report 
determination, and I am not prepared to talk about that given that 
it is still a pending case. 

Mr. King. It is still under investigation, but there is some data 
there that is being examined by Justice? 

Attorney General Holder. As I said, there is an ongoing inves- 
tigation. There is a case that has been indicted, and obviously a 
part of that trial will be the ballistics report. 

Mr. King. Have you identified a suspect or a person of interest? 

Attorney General Holder. Somebody has been indicted in con- 
nection with that case. 

Mr. King. Somebody has been. And that is not information that 
you can speak to today? 

Attorney General Holder. There are some rules there that don’t 
allow me to — apparently this is a matter that is under seal. 

Mr. King. But there has been an indictment. 

Attorney General Holder. Yes, there has been an indictment. 

Mr. King. Thank you. 

And if you were to tell us who that was, you couldn’t did so in 
this setting? 

Attorney General Holder. That is correct. 

Mr. King. If we were in executive session, could you do that? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t think so. I think it is a court- 
ordered seal. 

Mr. King. Okay. That is satisfactory to me. 

Attorney General Holder. We have to seek leave of the court in 
order to do that. 

Mr. King. That is satisfactory. Thank you. 

Do you have a sense, or an estimate, or data on the numbers of 
Mexicans that have been killed or homicide investigations that 
have brought about deaths where there have been weapons used 
that are from Fast and Furious in Mexico? We lost Agent Terry. 
How many Mexicans do you estimate have died because of the 
weapons that have been sent to Mexico? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t know that figure, Congress- 
man King, but I fear that the number of people on the Mexican 
side of the border, frankly as well on the United States border, will 
be negatively impacted by the mistakes of Fast and Furious are 
going to — there are going to be people who are going to be harmed. 
I don’t have any numbers, but I fear that that is what is going to 
happen, has probably already happened, and is likely to happen in 
the future. 

Mr. King. Do you have, though, reports or data that would give 
you some sense of that? Is it a report that is delivered to you in 
your briefing that when we know all about Agent — we know about 
Agent Terry, but I am thinking about this from a public relations 
standpoint, and I am thinking that if this happened in the United 
States — and I am going to guess that there are multiple deaths in 
Mexico — if there is anything proportional to the distribution of the 
weapons, are there any reports that give you a sense of this hap- 
pening as a communication going back and forth across the border 
and identifying Fast and Furious weapons that may have been 
used in crimes and homicides in Mexico so that you have a sense 
of that number? 
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Attorney General Holder. I don’t have a sense of that as yet. I 
mean, we certainly work with our Mexican partners to try to trace 
guns that are seized in connection with crimes. That is why I said 
that, you know, we have traced 64,000 of those guns over the last 
5 years. My guess will be that we will trace some guns over the 
coming years and months back to Fast and Furious, and then we 
will be able to connect those traced weapons to crimes that have 
occurred in Mexico. But to date I have not received that informa- 
tion. 

Thank you. I would like to shift a little bit. I know the last time 
you were before this Committee May 3 of this year as I recall we 
had a discussion about the Pigford farms issue, and I submitted a 
series of questions about that, and you have answered most of 
those questions in writing as of, date, I think it was October of this 
year. So I would like to narrow in on that a little bit, because the 
Pigford farms issue you cite as the authority for Justice and pre- 
sumably USDA to negotiate with Black farmers the authority that 
is in the Farm Bill, commonly known as a farm bill, and you cite 
the sections of the bill. 

And I will just tell you in this Committee that I had a conversa- 
tion with the then-chairman of the AG Committee, Collin Peterson 
on the way over to the floor to vote on this farm bill, and I said 
to him the authorization that you granted in the farm bill, which 
you cite in your response, will open up the door to $1.3 billion in 
additional Pigford claims. His response to me was no, that $100 
million caps the spending on the settling all outstanding Pigford 
claims, you will be satisfied with the results of that. That was our 
disagreement. I have had the Secretary of Agriculture cite the 
same section that you have cited. I have the section before me, and 
I will ask unanimous consent to introduce it into the record at the 
conclusion, but it says here that “shall not exceed $100 million and 
it shall be construed to effectuate its remedial purpose of giving a 
full determination on the merits of each Pigford claim previously 
denied that determination,” which is the language that opened up 
Pigford 2. 

So I will submit that authority only exists to resolve all out- 
standing Pigford claims and cap them within $100 million. We 
have a claim coming back to Congress for an additional 1.15 billion. 
I have no information in my letter that tells me how many claims 
you have from Pigford. And I don’t have any information that tells 
me what was spent on attorney fees in settlements of Pigford 1. So 
I would appreciate if you could respond to that. 

Attorney General Holder. Sure, we will get you that informa- 
tion. 

Mr. King. And including the value, the cost of attorney fees in 
Pigford 1? 

Attorney General Holder. Sure. 

Mr. King. And anything that is current. 

Attorney General Holder. Whatever information we have with 
regard to the questions you have asked, I will make sure it gets 
passed on to you. 

Mr. King. And I will just ask for follow-up. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. King. I ask unanimous consent to complete my question. 
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Mr. Smith. The gentleman continues to be recognized for a final 
question and then the AG to respond. 

Mr. King. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would just ask that we 
know that there are negotiations according to your letter that took 
place between the Department of Justice, the USDA, and rep- 
resentatives of the Black farmers, which sounds to me in their re- 
sponse to be multiple organizations, multiple entities. So I would 
ask you if you personally had a conversation with Secretary Vilsack 
with regard to Pigford and who are those entities that were nego- 
tiated with to come to this settlement that I contend goes beyond 
$100 million cap that was authorized. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I certainly talked about this 
matter with Secretary Vilsack, the person who is primarily respon- 
sible for the settlement of the case, from the Justice Department 
side is the associate Attorney General Tom Perrelli. There were a 
variety of organizations, entities, individuals who were engaged. 
We were trying to work out a settlement short of litigation so peo- 
ple who were potential plaintiffs were part of these conversations 
to reach this agreement. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. King. 

Mr. King. Thank you. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Cohen, is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. Cohen. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. General Holder, I am un- 
derstanding this issue some, but it is a great tragedy this agent 
was killed and it will be a year next week, as I understand it. And 
it was a Fast and Furious weapon that he was killed by, as I un- 
derstand it. Is there any great difficulty in Mexico for folks who are 
part of these drug cartels or, you know, folks to get guns? Are guns 
rather plentiful in Mexico in general? 

Attorney General Holder. I think we can safely say that they 
are readily available, and the part of the problem with their ready 
availability is the fact that so many guns flow from the United 
States to Mexico. As I said over the last 5 years, at least 64,000 
weapons traced to the United States that were found in Mexico, 
and those were only the ones that were traced. There are undoubt- 
edly additional guns in Mexico that have not been traced back to 
the United States. 

Mr. Cohen. So while it is a supposition I would presume that if 
Fast and Furious didn’t occur, that the individuals that committed 
this act, this violent act and resulted in the death of the agent, 
they would have probably had weapons anyway? 

Attorney General Holder. You know, we can never — you can 
never suppose, but for is always hard to determine, but I don’t 
think that is an illogical conclusion that the people who were in- 
volved in that senseless, tragic, awful murder probably could have 
had access to other weapons. 

Mr. Cohen. I kind of remember the president of Mexico saying 
something about most of the guns that come there come from the 
United States. I think he also said something about most of the 
market he has from marijuana comes from the United States too. 
So we supply him with guns and a market. We could certainly dry 
the market up, but that is the job of the Judiciary Committee, I 
realize. 
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What are we doing to try to stop guns from going into Mexico? 
Are there efforts at the border to stop guns from traveling this 
country there? 

Attorney General Holder. We have moved people to the border. 
We work with our partners — the Justice Department works with 
our partners at DHS to try to come up with ways in which we in- 
spect cars that are going from United States to Mexico. We have 
teams of agents that work together to try to determine ways in 
which we can stop the flow of guns. We use a variety of intelligence 
methods that I can’t really get into to try to determine if cartels 
are trying to bring into Mexico huge stashes of guns. 

We also need to use things on this side of the border, and that 
is one of the reasons why that long gun rule, I think, is so impor- 
tant. If we see substantial numbers of these long guns being pur- 
chased, it gives the ATF real-time leads that they can follow to see 
if, in fact, these are legitimate purchases or if they are purchases 
by people intending to have those guns shipped to Mexico. 

Mr. Cohen. Coming home which is where I think the real issues 
are, not to say that they are not important about the border and 
all, but in our cities, we have a lot of youth violence and gangs. I 
want to commend you for having a national forum on youth vio- 
lence prevention and including Memphis in the forum. Can you 
give the Committee some information about what you have done to 
help inner cities fight youth violence and gang activities? 

Attorney General Holder. One the things I want to say is the 
five police chiefs behind me from Charlotte, Detroit, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore and Boston, have all embraced, and we learned from 
them, the way in which we deal with this issue of youth violence. 
It is not simply a question of doing what is traditional law enforce- 
ment, that we have to come up with ways in which we deal with 
the underlying problems that involve our young people in these 
antisocial behaviors. 

Congressman Scott has been, I think, very forward leaning in 
this regard with legislation that he has proposed and that we sup- 
port. We have tried to deal with these underlying causes, and it 
has been particularly useful to have our partners in law enforce- 
ment identify with and be participants in these preventive activi- 
ties in addition to all the great things that they do on the enforce- 
ment side. The thing you have talked about what we are doing in 
Memphis is an example of the kinds of things we are trying to do 
in the Obama administration. 

Mr. Cohen. I would like, Mr. Chairman, to comment that the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, the chief, I recognize you and I kept 
thinking where do I know you from. And where I know you from 
is when you testified before this Committee on the bill to allow 
folks who had gun permits to travel from State to State based on 
Federal edict rather than state cooperative agreements. And at the 
time, I was a sponsor of the bill that ended up passing, but because 
of your testimony and law enforcement’s objections, as well as my 
belief in States’ rights, I changed my position, came off as a spon- 
sor and voted against the bill. Your testimony was effective and it 
is nice to see you again, and I thank you for that. 

I yield back the remainder of my time, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Cohen. The gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. Gohmert, is recognized. 

Mr. Gohmert. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, Attor- 
ney General for being here. We do appreciate the law enforcement 
being here. We have had multiple of our Democratic friends point 
out their presence and we do appreciate the job you do. I thought, 
and everybody needs friends, and I am glad you are supporting the 
Attorney General. I thought about inviting the law enforcement 
that is furious over Fast and Furious, but there is just not room 
in the room or building so I didn’t do so. 

Let me ask you, Attorney General, have you read the opinion 
from the 5th Circuit Court of appeals on Holy Land Foundation 
trial that came out yesterday? 

Attorney General Holder. I have not seen that. 

Mr. Gohmert. Well, we know from prior documentation that 
there has been relationship with CAIR and the Justice Depart- 
ment; is there any ongoing relationship, any reach-out at this time 
still to CAIR? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, we certainly reach out to a vari- 
ety of Muslim groups as we try to 

Mr. Gohmert. I am talking specifically about CAIR. 

Attorney General Holder. I was getting there. But I don’t think 
that we have any particular outreach efforts at this point with 
CAIR. 

Mr. Gohmert. You know there was a partnership between the 
FBI and CAIR, in 2009 it was temporarily suspended. I didn’t 
know if there was informal outreach to CAIR. 

Attorney General Holder. I 

Mr. Gohmert. We do know from this opinion yesterday, we know 
from the prior Fifth Circuit opinion when CAIR and ISNA and oth- 
ers tried to have their names struck as named coconspirators, that 
it was unsuccessful that the circuit basically saying there is a case 
there to prove. And then as we know, you decided not to pursue 
those, or your Department did as we talked about before. 

In the decision yesterday, the court said that the Palestine Com- 
mittee created not only the Holy Land Foundation, but a number 
of other Islamist entities in the U.S., leaders of one of those entities 
the Islamic Association of Palestine subsequently created CAIR, 
Council on American Islamic Relations which are cited as co- 
conspirators, so it does create some concerns. 

We know there was massive document, a massive number of doc- 
uments being furnished to the defendants in that case. A lot of pro- 
duction of documents, but I would like to ask that we get copies 
of the documents that were provided to the five defendants who are 
now convicted and affirmed by the Fifth Circuit. Would the Justice 
Department make those documents available? 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure I know what documents 
you are talking about. If they were provided in litigation? 

Mr. Gohmert. Correct. 

Attorney General Holder. And if we can provide them, I am 
sure that we would. I don’t know if there are documents that have 
been provided in discovery that we don’t have the ability to pro- 
vide. I just don’t know the answer to that. 
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Mr. Gohmert. Well, they have been furnished to your Depart- 
ment to the defendants in the case. Those defendants have now 
been found guilty of providing support to terrorism. There is no 
question in my mind that those documents are now in the posses- 
sion of terrorists. And so we have had trouble getting production 
of all the documents that we have desired and requested. And I 
didn’t think that there should be any problem with privilege or 
anything of that nature since the defendants are convicted of sup- 
porting terrorism have them, the terrorists have them. And I just 
felt like it would be a good idea for Congress to have them. 

Attorney General Holder. I will take that request under advise- 
ment and to the extent we can provide documents 

Mr. Gohmert. I hope we will have as good a standing as the ter- 
rorist supporters that have been convicted. 

I am familiar as a judge handling massive litigation, been an 
MDL with a document dump. About 100 of these are Grassley’s let- 
ters. But I want to ask you, since you had said before in your state- 
ment that you asked the Department Inspector General to inves- 
tigate this Fast and Furious matter in March, you ordered a direc- 
tive be sent to law enforcement prosecutor prohibiting such tactics, 
and in this entire stack is not an e-mail, not a letter, not a tran- 
script of a speech, nothing from you. I would ask where they are. 
If you did those things in February or March, where are they? And 
not only that, you testified May 3 in here as we recall that you had 
just learned about Fast and Furious a few weeks before. And now 
you say actually in February, March you made these orders. When 
was the first time after May the 3rd you began to suspect that you 
may have actually taken actions in this case? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, actually took actions well before 
May the 3rd, on February 28. 

Mr. Gohmert. Well, unless you were intentionally misrepre- 
senting the facts on May 3, which I am not contending at all no. 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Gohmert. Then at some point you began to wonder gee, I 
believe I issued some orders in this matter. We haven’t seen the 
orders, all we have is the transcript here. We know you are capable 
of mistakes as you have verified. Where are the e-mails, letters, or- 
ders, where are they from February and March? 

Attorney General Holder. There are a couple of things going on 
here. I didn’t play any role in the drafting of the February 4 letter. 
With regard to the notion 

Mr. Gohmert. So you were not the one who ordered the 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. The AG will be al- 
lowed to answer the last question. 

Attorney General Holder. With regard to the question of what 
I said on May 3 about a few weeks, I said a few weeks about when 
I first learned about Fast and Furious, I learned about Fast and 
Furious when this became a matter of controversy. I think some 
time in the beginning of the year. My guess is probably the middle 
of February, which would have been 10 or 12 weeks before I said 
a few weeks. Now, I could have said a couple of months, maybe I 
should have been more precise. But a few weeks, from my perspec- 
tive, was accurate then and it still seems to be accurate now, when 
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I say a few weeks, 10 or 12 weeks that I think be encompassed in 
that description. 

Mr. Gohmert. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that he be allowed to 
actually answer the question of whether or not he is the one that 
actually ordered the inspector general to investigate that. And if so, 
where the documentation of it is. That was my question. 

Mr. Smith. Has the AG answered? 

Attorney General Holder. I will answer. I was, in fact, the per- 
son who requested, ordered the inspector general to begin this in- 
vestigation. I don’t think I did that in any written form. I think 
that was transmitted from me either through my chief of staff, the 
Deputy Attorney General, to the IG. There might be a writing that 
exists in that regard. I don’t think I signed off on anything actu- 
ally. I have a good relationship with the inspector general, the in- 
spector general’s office had looked at this whole question of gun 
trafficking before, and it seemed logical to ask them to expand 
their inquiry and look into Fast and Furious. As I said, I don’t 
think it is any writing from me, but I can check that. I don’t think 
there is any writing from me that exists with regard to. 

Mr. Gohmert. We should ask for a copy if any such exists. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Gohmert. 

The gentlewoman from California, Ms. Lofgren, is recognized. 

Mr. Lofgren. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. There has been a lot 
of discussion on a lot of topics today. I noted the Chairman took 
the opportunity to discuss health care. And since we don’t get you 
in front of us that often, I am going raise an issue that is not Fast 
and Furious. That is the Second Amendment; there is an amend- 
ment that comes before that and that is the First Amendment, and 
that is the subject of my inquiry. 

As you know, for over a year, ICE and the Department of Justice 
have been seizing domain names as hundreds of Web sites on alle- 
gations of criminal copyright and trademark infringement. One 
particular domain name was seized a year ago, November 2010, 
Dajazl.com a very popular blog that was dedicated to hip-hop 
music. Just today, the news is with the details that the seizure, 
which I thought raised troubling questions at the time about the 
government’s conduct in the case, and really raises questions about 
constitutional rights of due process and free speech as they apply 
to Web sites. After the government seized the domain name, its 
owner filed a quest for the government to return it to them. And 
under the law, the government has 90 days to initiate a full for- 
feiture proceeding against the domain, or else it has to return the 
property. 

However, in this case, the deadline passed with no action. And 
when the Web site’s lawyer asked with your Department’s lawyers, 
he was told the government had filed an extension with the court, 
entirely under seal without notice to him. They had no notice, they 
had no opportunity to respond. And when the lawyer, of course, 
this was according to the news reports, asked for any sort of proof 
that the extension had actually existed, your Department’s lawyers 
reportedly said he would just have to trust them. 

The government then claimed to have received two additional ex- 
tensions under the same process without notice, without a hearing, 
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and they refused to release the court order according to the press 
reports. And then as of today, the last extension was filed and the 
government finally admitted that it did not have probable cause for 
the forfeiture, and the domain name was returned to the Web site 
owners today. 

In short, a blog site which is identical in terms of First Amend- 
ment protection to a newspaper or a magazine has the same First 
Amendment rights was shutdown for an entire year by the govern- 
ment, by our government, with no due process, no contested hear- 
ings, no written orders. I just think — if these reports are — that is 
just an outrageous violation of the First Amendment. 

So my question is, I assume that you believe that the First 
Amendment doesn’t allow the government to go in and shut down 
the press for a year prior to restraint on speech without any kind 
of due process. I don’t — I guess this is a question, do you think that 
is consistent with the First, Fourth and Fifth amendments to the 
Constitution. And if the fact — I will give you the article that I just 
read today. If the facts are as reported in this article what will you 
do to make sure that the wrongdoers in your Department are no 
longer in your Department? I mean this is — there has to be a sanc- 
tion for someone to do such a thing. If we did this to a magazine 
if we went and locked the doors and put a sign and said “closed” 
and refused to deal with them for a year, people would be outraged, 
but since it is a blog, and since it is hip-hop artists. It seems to 
me, the hip-hop artists have as much right to due process and the 
First Amendment as any other American, so could you comment on 
that, Attorney General. 

Attorney General Holder. I am not familiar with the reason 
why that domain name was seized or the facts of this case. I will 
certainly look into that and we will get back to you with whatever 
information we can. You are right, I mean — what the subject mat- 
ter is of a particular blog is obviously entitled to First Amendment 
protections. There maybe other reasons this was received. I just 
don’t know. I can tell you my daughters are watching this hearing, 
having heard about this hip-hop issue now, I will hear about this 
from them when I get home. 

Mr. Lofgren. Very good. 

Attorney General Holder. And if nothing else, I will make sure 
that I stay in touch with these folks to get you an answer. My 
daughters will be on me about this one. 

Mr. Lofgren. Well, I wonder if you could give a commitment 
that if the facts are as we have outlined that you will take appro- 
priate action within your Department to make sure that those who 
violated the law in the DOJ are dealt with and that this becomes 
a well-known sanctionable type of activity in your Department. 

Attorney General Holder. We will certainly look at it, my hope 
would be that there is a reason, an acceptable reason why these 
actions have occurred, if they have been accurately described. But 
to the extent that somebody has acted inappropriately in the De- 
partment I will make sure they are held accountable. 

Mr. Lofgren. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from Arizona, Mr. Franks, is recog- 
nized. 
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Mr. Franks. Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Gen- 
eral, for being here. I guess to lay the groundwork here, you under- 
stand that perhaps reason that this issue has gotten so much at- 
tention is that in the simplicity of the overall project here, it ap- 
pears that the American government, the American Justice Depart- 
ment — Department of Justice, through their Department subsidi- 
aries, have orchestrated a program to get American gun dealers to 
sell guns to straw buyers, to then run those guns to Mexico and 
give them to drug cartels, around 2,000 high powered weapons, 
with the understanding that that takes grave risk for innocent 
human life. 

I mean at this point, we know at least one of our own agents was 
killed, and probably 150 or more Mexican citizens were killed. Now 
that is a pretty scary scenario by itself. But I think the thing that 
would really concern the American people is why this was all done. 
On the one hand, if it was just something that was sincere effort 
that went wrong or just gross incompetence, that is one thing. But 
Mr. Issa mentioned some internal e-mails that I think were pretty 
significant, because if the American people learned that the moti- 
vations for all of this was somehow to make a case to deprive them 
of their second amendment rights, to make a case to further the 
Department’s ability to further regulate gun rights within the 
United States, that would make them very angry, General. So let 
me just read a couple of e-mails again. I know Mr. Issa has already 
done this, but I just want to be clear on this so that you under- 
stand why some of us are so concerned. 

On July 14, 2010 the ATF headquarters received an update on 
Fast and Furious. And the assistant director Mark Chait e-mailed 
Bill Newell, the head of ATF’s Phoenix office. “Bill, can you see if 
these if guns were all purchased from the same license gun dealer 
and at one time? We are looking at antidotal cases to support a de- 
mand letter on long gun multiple sales. Thanks.” 

In other words they were trying to use this tragedy to build a 
case for the demand letters. Well done, yesterday, Bill in light of 
our request for demand letter 3, this case could be a strong sup- 
porting factor if we determine how many multiple sales of long 
guns occurred during the course of this case. It appears that the 
ATF was trying to rely on walked guns orchestrated by the Depart- 
ment to justify its new long gun reporting requirement known as 
demand letter 3. The people would be very upset if that was true. 
Now you have already testified that you haven’t read these e-mails; 
is that correct? 

Attorney General Holder. I am sorry, that I haven’t read? 

Mr. Franks. You already told Mr. Issa that you hadn’t actually 
read these e-mails. 

Attorney General Holder. That is correct. 

Mr. Franks. Well, you know, the thing that is difficult for me, 
General, is that you then told him that it was out of context. And 
how would you have known that it was out of context if you hadn’t 
read them. What would give you the first indication that they were 
out of context? 

Attorney General Holder. Because he read part of the e-mail to 
me, and I was able to listen to that and understanding what he 
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said or what he read from the e-mail and knowing what happened 
here as I 

Mr. Franks. I will accept that. But do you read, I know you said 
that you don’t oftentimes read letters from your own staff. Do you 
read major letters from oversight chairmen like Mr. Issa and Mr. 
Grassley that come to your office, do you personally read these let- 
ters? 

Attorney General Holder. I can certainly say that over the last 
few months, everything that Mr. Issa has sent and Senator Grass- 
ley has sent, I have read. 

Mr. Franks. Let me say then to you, on July 12, 2011, which 
was a letter that they both sent to you, the e-mails I just read to 
you were attached to the letter. 

Attorney General Holder. I might not have read the attach- 
ments. Understanding something. These things come in, I read 
these things from Mr. Issa, from Congressman Issa and Senator 
Grassley, because I take seriously 

Mr. Franks. It is hard for me to — anyway, let me skip, ask you 
one more question here. Mr. Issa also asked if you had given all 
the pertinent e-mails here and that he noted that none of them had 
your name on this, none of them. And you said this is — this obvi- 
ously is probably one of the most significant scandals facing your 
tenure over at the Justice Department, and not one e-mail, Gen- 
eral, was from you? Not one of them? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, we have produced a really sub- 
stantial amount of stuff around the February 4 letter, but I just — 
let me be very clear, that with regard to documents that go beyond 
that from February 5 on, those materials have not been produced 
and it is not our intention to produce them following that 

Mr. Franks. So the answer to his question would have been no, 
that you haven’t given him all the pertinent e-mails. I guess it is 
very simple in my mind that either if there are no e-mails from you 
that have been given to Mr. Issa, if there are none regarding this 
Committee, then we are left with three options here: Either this is 
not that big a deal to you, and I know that it is; or somehow you, 
for particular reasons, don’t write e-mails so that there can’t be any 
record; or that you haven’t given us those e-mails, that is the only 
three things I can come up with, there may be other possibilities, 
I am open to hear it. 

Attorney General Holder. I made an exception to the way in 
which the Justice Department has always conducted itself with the 
provision of these materials around that February 4th letter and 
acted in a way with regard to all other e-mail material in a way 
that all other Attorneys General before me have. And on that basis, 
there are e-mails, materials that we have not and will not produce. 

Mr. Franks. I understand. Mr. Chairman, my time is up, but I 
understand, Mr. General, and I appreciate — but that answers the 
question. And I appreciate that, because without insulting you, 
that is one of the first clear answers I have gotten today is that 
you have agreed that you haven’t given the Chairman all of the 
pertinent e-mails, and you are saying you are not going to, at least 
that is a clear answer for all of us, and with that, I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Franks. The gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Quigley, is recognized. 
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Mr. Quigley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. For those keeping score 
at home, one side is using this horrible screw-up to justify a policy. 
The other side is using this horrible screw-up to justify not funding 
ATF, not giving the ATF a leader, continuing to make tracing dif- 
ficult of guns, continuing to make releasing statistics difficult, and 
for allowing continued extraordinarily lax policies for the violators 
and the purchasers of straw weapons that will be used long, long 
after this hearing today to purchase weapons to endanger Mexicans 
and Americans and our DEA agents. Penalties that were described 
in hearings before this Congress as nothing more than a moving 
violation. 

So Mr. Attorney General, now that I have got the score card up 
to date. Let me just congratulate you, I can’t forget that I am from 
Chicago, and yet again, yesterday there was a sentencing of an Illi- 
nois governor. So we will have two in jail at the same time, four 
of the last eight governors, two of my last four predecessors in this 
office went to jail or are going to jail. So I want to commend your 
office for its work. I just wish we didn’t give you so much work to 
do. 

But toward that end, Mr. Sensenbrenner and I did manage to get 
a bill out of this Committee dealing with repairing honest services, 
I would like your reaction on where we need to go with that. As 
you know, the Supreme Court struck down that Act, many provi- 
sions of it, and they are a necessary tool. Given where we are in 
Chicago but across the country, where in your mind do we need to 
go to deal with official corruption? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I thank you for the compliment, 
it is not something that I should be complimented for, but the men 
and women in U.S. Attorneys office in Chicago deserve all the cred- 
it. Pat Fitzgerald is a great U.S. Attorney, a friend, he has done 
a wonderful job over a great number of years there and he has a 
great staff. I also appreciate the efforts that you and Congressman 
Sensenbrenner have — the efforts that you have made in trying to 
help us deal with that Supreme Court decision. 

The honest services provision in Title XVIII is a vital tool for us 
to have as we try to fight official corruption cases. A number of 
cases over the years have been made on the basis of the use of that 
provision, and to the extent that we can work with Congress to 
have that provision formed in a way that it can withstand constitu- 
tional muster that will help us; it will give us another tool in our 
arsenal against official corruption, which is a priority for this Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. Quigley. And obviously, the bill has not passed the full 
House and/or Senate. To the extent that your agency can or will 
participate in making sure that we do this right as with — we would 
like this one to stand up for some time, we certainly appreciate 
your help in that manner. 

Attorney General Holder. We would be glad to work with you 
in that regard. 

Mr. Quigley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I yield back. 

Mr. Issa [presiding]. The gentleman yields back. We now recog- 
nize the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Poe, for 5 minutes. 

Mr. Poe. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. General, the way I see 
the Fast and Furious operation based on all of the information that 
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I have received, is that United States Government, Justice Depart- 
ment, ATF, we are aware of a situation where guns could be 
bought in the United States, serious weapons, automatic, semi- 
automatic, sniper rifles, bought by straw purchasers and were ob- 
served by Federal authorities, wanted to watch the guns go to Mex- 
ico, go to the drug cartels and see where they ended up. 

Here is how it ended up. Two thousand weapons, based upon the 
information that we have received from your Department, 600 of 
those weapons are accounted for, the vast majority are not ac- 
counted for. We don’t know what country they are in and who has 
got them. But this operation is serious to me because people died 
with this ill-founded decision. We talk about the two Americans, 
the two agents, one Brian Terry, Jaimie Zapata in Mexico, the two 
agents. But at least 200 Mexican nationals died too because of the 
United States watching these weapons, knowing where they were 
going and lose those weapons. Mexican government hasn’t said a 
whole lot about this other than at least 200 Mexican nationals. 
Those Mexicans nationals that were murdered because of our 
watching this illegal conduct are just as important as the two 
Americans that were murdered as well. And that is why this is a 
serious discussion. 

You are the Attorney General, you are a lawyer, former judge, 
prosecutor, you are the head guy in the United States when it 
comes to the Justice Department and law enforcement. My under- 
standing is you didn’t really know about the operation, the memos, 
you might have gotten the memo, didn’t read the memo or didn’t 
read all of the memo, not sure about that. But you are the person 
in charge of this, and believing that you were unaware of Oper- 
ation Fast and Furious requires to coin a phrase, a willing suspen- 
sion of disbelief. It is hard for me to believe that you were unaware 
of this operation that went to Mexico. 

Now my question is very simple, who is the person in the United 
States Government that made the decision on Operation Fast and 
Furious to facilitate the guns going to Mexico? Who is that one per- 
son? 

Attorney General Holder. We don’t know yet. 

Mr. Poe. So you don’t know who was responsible for the conduct 
of these thousands of guns going to Mexico? We don’t know who 
that is? 

Attorney General Holder. We know that the case was opened in 
the ATF office in Phoenix a month or so before it was opened in 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Phoenix. We know that it was given 
OCDETF status sometime after that, but we do not know as yet 
who the particular people, person was, to the extent it is a person, 
in either of those offices that said this is the way in which this op- 
eration, this flawed operation should be conducted. 

Mr. Poe. So we don’t know the person that signed off — I mean, 
I don’t know how the Federal Government works, everybody has 
got to sign off on something, especially something like this. We 
don’t know who that person is yet. Is that what you are telling me? 

Attorney General Holder. With all due respect, I would be sur- 
prised if we are going to see a document that somebody signed off 
on that said you can let guns walk. I would be surprised if we see 
something like that. 
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Mr. Poe. Would you agree 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t know. 

Mr. Poe. We don’t know who was in charge of making that final, 
it is time to send the guns to the enemy of Mexico, the drug deal- 
ers, which is phenomenal to me. It is a violation, I understand, of 
international law to allow gun trafficking to go between two coun- 
tries. Do you agree with that? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I don’t — it would depend. If you 
look at 

Mr. Poe. People in one country are smuggling guns to another 
country, isn’t that a violation of international law? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I don’t know about international 
law, but I was going to say if you look at Operation Wide Receiver, 
if the governments agree that weapons can go from one country to 
another, I would not think that violates international law. 

Mr. Poe. If they agree, that is the key. 

Attorney General Holder. Right. 

Mr. Poe. Did the Mexican government agree to Operation Fast 
and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. Not the way — not the way — not the 
way which it was actually carried out. 

Mr. Poe. The way it turned out? 

Attorney General Holder. The way it turned out. 

Mr. Poe. Would you agree it was a reckless? It was a reckless 
operation on the part of the United States? 

Attorney General Holder. I think the way it was carried out, I 
would certainly say it was flawed, reckless, I probably would agree 
with that. It was done inappropriately and had tragic consequences 
and is going — as I said in my opening statement, it is going to con- 
tinue to have tragic consequences. 

Mr. Poe. More people are going to die probably. 

Attorney General Holder. Unfortunately, I think that is prob- 
ably true. 

Mr. Poe. The person recklessly causes the death of another per- 
son under many State laws, including Texas, where some of these 
guns were bought, it is manslaughter, it is a crime. It is my belief 
that if the United States government helped facilitate reckless 
homicide, reckless killing of other people, this is a serious matter. 
And there may be people in our government, Justice Department, 
the ATF, that if they helped facilitate reckless conduct that caused 
the death of an individual in the United States or in Mexico by 
sending these guns down there, they should be held criminally re- 
sponsible for that conduct. 

Are you going, as far as the Attorney General, to make sure that 
if criminal violations were committed by anyone in our government, 
that you are going prosecute those people? 

Attorney General Holder. Sir, if we find there were criminal 
violations connected to the conduct of the Fast and Furious, I will 
commit that those — that we will take those findings seriously and 
that people will be prosecuted. Now when I said reckless before, I 
was talking about the way in which the operation itself was con- 
ducted. I don’t want to cast too wide a net here and say that on 
the basis of what we know now that there is a basis to conclude 
that people connected to Fast and Furious either at the ATF in 
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Phoenix or in the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Phoenix would nec- 
essarily have the requisite state of mind or done things that would 
bring them under the ambit. 

Mr. Poe. Reclaiming my time, that is not what you are saying, 
that is what I was saying. I was saying 

Mr. Smith [presiding]. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Poe. Thank you very much. And I request unanimous con- 
sent to submit further questions to the Attorney General and have 
answers in writing. 

Mr. Smith. Without objection. Thank you, Mr. Poe. 

The gentlewoman from California, Ms. Chu, is recognized. 

Ms. Chu. Mr. Attorney General, before I begin with my ques- 
tions, I would like to thank you for the anti-crime accomplishments 
in my district of Los Angeles. Earlier this year, the Department 
took down in 1 day more than 100 members and associates of 
transnational organization crime groups that were involved in 
widespread criminal conduct in Los Angeles, Miami and Denver. 
These were violent and fraud-related crimes, including kidnapping 
and drug distribution. And also, in recent years, the Department 
has gone after a San Gabriel Valley-based organization linked to a 
major ecstasy ring leading to the seizure of over 1.1 million ecstasy 
tablets. 

Your office has also engaged in a massive take down of major 
methamphetamine and cocaine suppliers in some of the most vio- 
lent street gangs in Los Angeles and La Puente. So I thank you for 
all of those efforts. It has truly helped our area. 

And I would also like to commend you for the work your depart- 
ment has done in regards to voter rights. Your office has handled 
27 new cases this year and opened up 172 investigations in this 
area. We all know there has been a large number of unprecedented 
legislation suppressing voter rights. And I am happy to hear that 
your office is vigilant about not letting that happen. 

Can you provide some examples of what the department is doing 
to ensure that newly enacted State legislative efforts on voter iden- 
tification are implemented in accordance with the Voter — Voting 
Rights Act? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, we have a special role to play 
under the Voting Rights Act. Our Civil Rights Division, which is 
ably led by Tom Perez, has been very active in this regard. And to 
the extent that changes are made in covered jurisdictions, we re- 
view those proposed changes. And where we think something runs 
afoul of the Voting Rights Act, we note that and do not pass on 
them. Where we think that they are consistent with the Voting 
Rights Act, we approve them. We have taken, in a number of 
places, lodged objections to proposals that have been made with re- 
gard to changes in voting schemes. 

Ms. Chu. And what steps are being taken to ensure that jurisdic- 
tions and the public are aware of what is permissible and not per- 
missible with these types of laws? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, you know, we have tried to — As- 
sistant Attorney General Perez in particular has spent a lot of time 
on the road, trying to educate people, especially in those areas cov- 
ered by the Voting Rights Act, about — and we have interacted with 
State officials as well, to let them know about ways in which things 
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can be changed consistent with the Voting Rights Act, warned ju- 
risdictions about ways in which changes might be made that might 
run afoul of the Voting Rights Act. 

And then, more generally, to talk to members of the public, as 
I have tried do, when I have been out there to talk about the Vot- 
ing Rights Act. As I said, I am going to be talking about this in 
a speech in the LBJ library next week, I think on Monday or Tues- 
day. 

Ms. Chu. Very good. 

Well, I also want to thank you for something else, which is that 
there is an issue about offensive materials about Muslims that was 
used in some FBI training. And I know that in the Senate Judici- 
ary meeting last month, you acknowledged that this has stopped. 
It was when the FBI was conducting counterterrorism training, 
using materials that included inflammatory statements about Is- 
lamic beliefs and offensive stereotypes about Muslims. So, at that 
Senate Judiciary meeting, you acknowledged that it stopped. And 
I would like to know what the status is of the situation and the 
steps that have been taken or any investigation that has been 
opened up about the use of these biased trainers and materials. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, the person who was responsible 
for the use of — I guess using that material is no longer going to be 
used by the FBI. We have also enhanced our efforts to make sure 
that we review all the materials that are used in the training of 
agents, lawyers, personnel within the Department of Justice to 
make sure that that kind of mistake doesn’t happen again. This is 
something that the FBI Director, the heads of the other law en- 
forcement agencies within the Department, as well as I and the 
leadership in the Department, are committed to making sure does 
not happen again. I mean, that was totally inappropriate, and it is 
a mistake that we will not allow to happen again. 

Ms. Chu. Thank you. 

I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Ms. Chu. 

The gentleman from Utah, Mr. Chaffetz, is recognized. 

Mr. Chaffetz. Thank you. 

And thank you, Mr. Attorney General, for being here. Have you 
spoken to Secretary Napolitano about Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Chaffetz. Have you spoken with Secretary Clinton about 
Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Chaffetz. Have you spoken to President Obama about Fast 
and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t think that I have. I see the 
President 

Mr. Chaffetz. That is okay. If you haven’t, you haven’t. 

Have you spoken to the President of Mexico about Fast and Furi- 
ous? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Chaffetz. Have you spoken to the attorney general of Mex- 
ico about Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t believe so. 
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Mr. Chaffetz. You have routinely argued that you have been ob- 
livious and disengaged in this operation. And I buy that to a large 
extent. 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure I would charac- 
terize — 

Mr. Chaffetz. But we have a dead Border Patrol agent in Agent 
Terry. We have 2,000 missing guns. We have 200 deaths in Mexico. 
We had dead government officials in Mexico. We have a Mexican 
helicopter with troops in it that was shot, three of which are 
wounded back in May of this year. We have 50-plus Members of 
Congress calling for your resignation over this, and you have never 
spoken to any one of these people about this operation? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, first off, the notion that I am 
somehow oblivious to this matter is totally belied by these incon- 
venient things called the facts. 

Mr. Chaffetz. You took 5 days to go to the Caribbean. You 
didn’t have 15 minutes to call Secretary Clinton, Napolitano, talk 
to the President, or your counterparts in Mexico? 

Attorney General Holder. Understand something with regard to 
Secretary Napolitano, we, our agencies have been in constant touch 
with each other about this issue because we are engaged, both of 
us, in the prosecution of the killer of 

Mr. Chaffetz. So if you were intimately involved and engaged 
in this, remember Agent Terry was killed in December, mid-Decem- 
ber, and then we had Jaime Zapata, who was killed in Mexico, two 
officers shot, February 15. On February 16, you and Secretary 
Napolitano issued a press release that is titled, “Secretary 
Napolitano and Attorney General Holder form a joint task force to 
assist Mexico’s investigation into yesterday’s shooting of two ICE 
agents in Mexico.” 

At the very beginning of this press release, Secretary of Home- 
land Security Janet Napolitano and Attorney General Eric Holder 
today met to discuss this issue. And how is it that you and Sec- 
retary Napolitano said you never even talked or discussed, even 
brought up or had any discussion about Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. The press release that you talk about 
is not a Fast and Furious matter. 

Mr. Chaffetz. But 

Attorney General Holder. Understand — you have to understand 
something of the way Washington works here, okay? The reality is 
that when it comes to matters that are under investigation 

Mr. Chaffetz. But the death of Jaime Zapata was highly likely, 
it was highly likely that that came from Fast and Furious. In fact, 
from testimony that we took from Agent Forcelli, and I am going 
to read from this, is from January 8 of 2011, quote, And there was 
the sense like every other time, even with Ms. Giffords’ shooting, 
there was a state of panic like, oh, my God, let’s hope this is not 
a weapon from that case. And the shooting of Mr. Zapata down in 
Mexico, I know that again, that state of panic that they had like, 
please, let this not come back. 

So the agents on the ground were so concerned that this is going 
to happen. You and Secretary Napolitano have a discussion, and 
there is no discussion about even the possibility of Fast and Furi- 
ous? 
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Attorney General Holder. There is — the meaningful conversa- 
tions that happen between DHS and DOJ happen at lower levels, 
between investigators. 

Mr. Chaffetz. But when you and — what did you and Secretary 
Napolitano talk about if you didn’t talk about Fast and Furious, 
and it is the day after Jaime Zapata, and you were very quick to 
issue press releases? 

Attorney General Holder. You are making an assumption that 
that in fact is a Fast and Furious case. I am not sure that 

Mr. Chaffetz. We didn’t know at the time. You didn’t know at 
the time. I didn’t know. Nobody knew at the time. Isn’t it a reason- 
able assumption to suggest that it may have been guns from Fast 
and Furious that happened, that caused that death? 

Attorney General Holder. Given the fact that there are over the 
course of the last 5 years 64,000 weapons that have gone from the 
United States to Mexico 

Mr. Chaffetz. I have a hard time believing, Mr. Attorney Gen- 
eral, with all due respect, my time is short, twice the President of 
the United States has gone before the American people and said 
that you had nothing to do with this, you weren’t involved in it, 
you weren’t engaged in it. Yet you said you have never spoken to 
the President. How is it that he would know you haven’t been — 
weren’t involved in this, and he can make such a claim if you have 
never even spoken to him about it? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, the President gets information 
from the Justice Department in a variety of ways. We interact with 
the White House Counsel’s Office very frequently. I don’t know ex- 
actly what the flow of information is within the White House, but 
he can find out about my state of involvement in matters connected 
to the Justice Department without speaking directly to me. 

Mr. Chaffetz. Let me move onto — you have access to, obviously, 
the e-mails of Dennis Burke. On Wednesday, November 24, 2010, 
he sent an e-mail that said, “Some of the weapons bought by these 
clowns in Arizona have been directly traced to murders of elected 
officials in Mexico by the cartels. So Katie bar the door when we 
unveil this baby.” How is it that you have never had a discussion 
with your counterpart in Mexico about this? 

In fact, in a Los Angeles Times article, dated September 19 of 
this year, quote, At no time did we know or were we made aware 
that there might have been arms trafficking permitted. In no way 
would we have allowed it because it is an attack on the safety of 
Mexicans. It goes on in the article, actually the paragraph before, 
And to this date she said U.S. officials have not briefed her on the 
operation gone awry, nor have they apologized. 

What is unacceptable is that you and everybody in your organi- 
zation, according to you the higher-ups, know about this investiga- 
tion. You don’t have 15 minutes to pick up the phone. And we have 
still never talked to these people in order to solve this problem be- 
cause, as you say, it is going to go on for some time. 

Attorney General Holder. We have taken steps, I have taken 
steps to solve this problem in that I ordered an examination of this 
to determine exactly what happened. I have issued directives that 
this should never happen again. We have put in place measures at 
ATF so that this kind of thing won’t happen again. 
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What Todd Jones has done with regard to the reforms that he 
has put in place I think are going to be extremely effective. And 
I have made personnel changes with regard to 

Mr. Chaffetz. You haven’t fired anybody. Nobody has been 
fired. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Does the gentleman want to respond to the last question? 

Attorney General Holder. I just was trying to say that I have 
made personnel changes with regard to the agencies that have 
been involved. And these are initial determinations that I have 
made. It is not all that I am possibly going to do. There is an impa- 
tience here, and in some ways, I understand it, but the reality is 
that you have to do these things on the basis of evidence, on the 
basis of findings that are factually grounded. And when I am in 
that position, I will take the appropriate actions. But I want to as- 
sure you and the American people that people will be held account- 
able for the mistakes that were made in Fast and Furious. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman, point of inquiry. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chaffetz. 

Who seeks to be recognized? 

The gentleman from California. 

Mr. Issa. A point of inquiry. Do political appointees of the Presi- 
dents and the Attorney General serve at the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent or the Attorney General, or do they need to have to be fired 
for cause? 

Mr. Smith. That is not actually a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. Issa. But I am sure inquiring. 

Mr. Smith [continuing]. Though it may be a legitimate question. 
The Judiciary Committee will recess until immediately after this 
series of votes. We expect that to be about 2:30. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Smith. The Judiciary Committee will come to order. 

Before we resume our questioning, I would like to welcome the 
newest Member of the Committee, Jared Polis, from the Second 
District of Colorado. Congressman Polis was just appointed yester- 
day to fill a vacancy on the Committee. And we are happy to wel- 
come him back. He was on the Committee for several years and is 
back on now. 

He also serves on the Rules Committee and the House Demo- 
cratic Steering and Policy Committee. And at our next meeting, we 
will go into even more details about Mr. Polis. But we welcome him 
today. 

And will be recognizing you immediately for questions. 

Mr. Polis. Thank you so much, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to draw your attention, Mr. Attorney General, to the 
issues surrounding the regulation of medical marijuana. 

I wanted to first clarify, there is a memo dated October 19, 2009, 
from David Ogden. I am sure you are familiar with that memo. The 
contents of that memo is advisory to the States is still in force. Is 
that correct? That is still a current memo? 

Attorney General Holder. Yes. 

Mr. Polis. Okay. Thank you. And one of the issues that was 
later clarified in a memo by James Cole is what we are talking 
about when we are talking about caregivers, who your memo in- 
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structs should not be an enforcement priority. The Colorado Con- 
stitution in Article XIV happens to have a definition of caregiver. 
It is further refined in our Colorado statutes. And I wanted to see 
whether I can get your assurance that our definition of caregiver 
in our State’s Constitution will be given some deference by the U.S. 
Attorney General’s Office. 

Attorney General Holder. I am not familiar with the provision. 
But what we said in the memo we still intend, which is that given 
the limited resources that we have, and if there are States that 
have medical marijuana provisions, and if you take into account 
the Cole memo, if in fact people are not using the policy decision 
that we have made to use marijuana in a way that is not consistent 
with the State statute, we will not use our limited resources in that 
way. And so I don’t know — I assume that — I just don’t know about 
that provision. 

Mr. Polis. And again, in the case of Colorado, we do have defini- 
tions of some of the terms in your documents in our Constitution. 
And I would hope that the U.S. Attorney General for the State 
would look at that. 

Now, as you know, the Department of Justice recently announced 
a crackdown in California. Now, part of the issue there, it is my 
understanding, they did not have a functional State-level regu- 
latory authority. Colorado does have an extensive State regulatory 
and licensing system for medical marijuana. And I would like to 
ask whether our State regulation, our thoughtful State regulation, 
passed with strong bipartisan majorities in both Chambers of our 
legislature, provide any additional protection to Colorado from Fed- 
eral intervention. 

Attorney General Holder. Again, I am not familiar with it, but 
I would have to look at it. But again, our thought was that where 
a State has taken a position, it has passed a law and people are 
acting in conformity with the law — not abusing the law, but acting 
in conformity with it — and again given our limited resources, that 
would not be an enforcement priority for the Justice Department. 

Mr. Polis. Thank you. I am grateful for that clarification. 

One of the issues that many of the legal, regulated medical mari- 
juana shops and dispensaries shops in Colorado brought to my at- 
tention is their inability to open bank accounts at most FDIC insti- 
tutions. That makes the industry harder for the State to track, to 
tax, to regulate, and in fact makes it prone to robberies because it 
becomes a cash business as well. Is there any intention of the De- 
partment of Justice to prosecute bankers for doing business with 
licensed and regulated medical marijuana providers in the States? 

Attorney General Holder. Again, I would think, consistent with 
the notion that how we use our limited resources, again, if the 
bankers, the people seeking to make the deposits are acting in con- 
formity with State law, that would not, again, be an enforcement 
priority for the Justice Department. 

Mr. Polis. Thank you. 

Moving onto another issue with regards to Internet piracy, as 
you know the Judiciary Committee recently held hearings on 
SOPA, Stop Online Piracy Act. I had many concerns with this bill, 
including an overly broad definition of infringement. As you know, 
there is a lot of content on the Internet. In fact, as example, on 
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YouTube alone, there’s 100 hours of video that is uploaded every 
minute. Many of this, many of the videos that have been uploaded 
contain some type of rights infringement, with no intent for com- 
mercial gain. 

I ask with the substantial new powers that would be granted to 
the Attorney General’s Office under SOPA, what type of resources 
would the Department of Justice need to handle the hundreds of 
millions of prosecutions that would be necessary and indicated 
under SOPA? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I think that you have to look at 
what powers we would be granted and then how we would use our 
resources. Not every matter, though it might be a technical viola- 
tion of a statute, is something that we are going to use our re- 
sources going against. I mean, if there is a YouTube upload of 
something that is not intended for commercial use and we don’t 
think there is any great harm, that is not the kind of thing we are 
going to be going after. 

Mr. Polis. So it is fair to say, given otherwise the absence of tens 
or hundreds of billions of resources to go after everybody, there 
would be selective enforcement of the Stop Online Piracy Act from 
the Attorney General’s Office? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, selective enforcement, as a pros- 
ecutor you get a little nervous saying that phrase. But there would 
be an appropriate use of our resources, taking into account what 
the harm is, and always with the thought that what we are trying 
to do is to protect the abuse of copyrighted material. 

Mr. Polis. I thank the gentleman. 

And just note that with regard to the selective enforcement, 
there is not currently criteria in the bill, so that would be at the 
discretion of your office to decide what type of selective enforce- 
ment of that law and the new powers would be given to the Attor- 
ney General under that would entail. 

And I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Polis. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Gowdy. 

Mr. Gowdy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Holder, Assistant Attorney General Ronald Weich wrote a 
letter to a Member of Congress, February 2011, a letter which was 
demonstrably false. Your Department withdrew that letter 10 
months later. When did you learn that that letter was false? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I would not characterize the let- 
ter as false. I would say it contained inaccuracies. 

Mr. Gowdy. Well, Mr. Attorney General, it contained material 
demonstrably false statements. Agreed? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Gowdy. You don’t think they were demonstrably false when 
you represented ATF makes an effort to interdict all weapons going 
to Mexico? You don’t think that is demonstrably false? 

Attorney General Holder. Not in the way you used the word. 

Mr. Gowdy. How do you know what way I used the word? 

Attorney General Holder. I am listening to you. 

Mr. Gowdy. Is it false? Can I demonstrate that it is false? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, you said materially false. You 
are using legal terms there. You are a lawyer. So now we are in 
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that realm. And you said materially false. And that is a fundamen- 
tally different thing from 

Mr. Gowdy. All right. Do you think it was demonstrably false? 

Attorney General Holder. I would say that it was inaccurate. 

Mr. Gowdy. All right. When did you learn it was inaccurate, de- 
monstrably false? 

Attorney General Holder. You know, I am not sure, but I had 
concerns about it early enough that in spite of the expression on 
February 4, I ordered that investigation on February the 28. And 
it was an evolving process. As time went on, more and more infor- 
mation became available. And it became more and more clear that 
that letter contained inaccurate information. 

Mr. Gowdy. Well, it strikes me that if a statement that false 
were made to a judge, you would have withdrawn that statement, 
that brief, that memo, that filing the moment that you learned it 
was false. And I am just curious why there is not the same regard 
for this branch of government that there would be for the judicial 
branch of government. 

Attorney General Holder. If you look at what happened over the 
course of months between the time of the letter until it was for- 
mally withdrawn, there were a number of instances where we indi- 
cated that we had concerns about what was in the letter, in testi- 
mony that Mr. Weich gave, at one point I believe, he said we were 
not — I don’t remember the exact expression that he used, but he 
indicated there that we had concerns. In a letter that I sent I guess 
in October, I indicated there were problems with Fast and Furious 
which was inconsistent with what the letter said. There were a 
number of things that happened between February 4 and I guess 
December or November, whenever it is that we actually withdrew 
it. 

Mr. Gowdy. Let’s go back to February 4, because there are at 
least four senior DOJ officials who knew or should have known 
that letter was false at the time it was delivered. Your chief of 
staff, Gary Grindler, saw a map of Mexico where guns were being 
recovered. He was debriefed on Fast and Furious. He knew that 
cash was being paid for the weapons in Arizona. Lanny Breuer, you 
will concede, knew for a fact that gun walking was taking place in 
February of 2011. Agreed? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Gowdy. You disagree that Lanny Breuer, despite the fact 
that he has admitted it, knew that gun walking was taking place 
by ATF. Mr. Attorney General, there are e-mails where he admit- 
ted it in October of 2010. 

Attorney General Holder. Okay, now Congressman, you have to 
be careful here. He said that he knew about gun walking in Oper- 
ation Wide Receiver. 

Mr. Gowdy. Right. Which is why it is very important Mr. Weich 
didn’t say Fast and Furious in his letter to Senator Grassley. I see 
where you are going with that. He didn’t make a distinction on 
Fast and Furious. 

Attorney General Holder. I am just trying to be careful here. 

Mr. Gowdy. And I want to be careful, too. 

Attorney General Holder. You don’t want to conflate things. 

Mr. Gowdy. I am not conflating. 
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Attorney General Holder. Okay. 

Mr. Gowdy. Did Lanny Breuer know that ATF engaged in gun 
walking in February of 2011. 

Attorney General Holder. He knew they had engaged in gun 
walking in the Fast — in the Wide Receiver operation. 

Mr. Gowdy. So the answer to that question would be yes. Lanny 
Breuer knew that any statement that ATF makes every effort to 
interdict guns and not allow them to go to Mexico, he knew that 
statement would have been false. 

Attorney General Holder. He said that he made a mistake in 
not connecting that which he knew about Wide Receiver and didn’t 
apply that knowledge to what happened in Fast and Furious. 

Mr. Gowdy. What about Jason Weinstein and James Trusty? 
This is their e-mail exchange: It is a tricky case given the number 
of guns of that have walked. That is October 2010. Trusty re- 
sponds, It is not going to be any surprise that a bunch of U.S. guns 
are being used in Mexico, so I am not sure how much grief we get 
for gun walking. These aren’t AUSAs in Arizona. These aren’t 
rogue ATF agents. These are senior DOJ officials. And I cannot be- 
lieve that they just learned recently that a demonstrably false let- 
ter had been mailed to a Member of Congress. Why not correct it 
the moment you realized that it was wrong? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, they admit that they made mis- 
takes with regard to what their level of knowledge was and what 
they should have done in the preparation of the letter. They relied 
on people who they thought had the best knowledge in Arizona and 
did not bring into their calculation information that they had pre- 
viously had about the gun walking that had occurred in that prior 
operation. 

Mr. Gowdy. Mr. Attorney General, you brought several law en- 
forcement officials with you today. And I salute their service. It 
just strikes me — and I am quite confident I will get this question 
when I go back home — when law enforcement officers lie to law- 
yers, they go to jail. When lawyers lie to Congress, they seem to 
get promoted. There is a Border Patrol agent who is on his way to 
Federal prison right now on a 1001 conviction. What consequences 
can we expect because of false statements made to Congress? 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

And if the Attorney General will respond to the question. 

Attorney General Holder. As I said, there is an Inspector Gen- 
eral investigation that is underway. I will look at the results of 
that investigation. 

But I will also be looking to see what happened with regard to 
the creation of that letter, if there is any more information that I 
can glean on my own, before making determinations as to how peo- 
ple will be held accountable for the mistakes that they made. 

In taking into account in making that determination, what roles 
have they played in the Department, what good things have they 
done. I mean, one cannot look at these mistakes, I think, in isola- 
tion. One has to look at the totality of the person’s service to the 
Department and then, on that basis, make a determination as to 
what the appropriate sanction will be. And that is what I will do. 

Mr. Gowdy. Mr. Chairman, I would ask unanimous consent for 
15 seconds just so I can follow up on one point. 
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Mr. Smith. The gentleman continues to be recognized for 15 sec- 
onds. 

Mr. Gowdy. Mr. Attorney General, it just seems to me that the 
policy is now going to be let’s get the least knowledgeable person 
that we can to write the letter. I found the exchange between you 
and Chairman Sensenbrenner to be interesting on mens rea. The 
defense is that Mr. Weich didn’t know what he didn’t know, so we 
are going to get the least knowledgeable person in the Department 
of Justice to write the letters to Members of Congress. Is that what 
we can expect from now on? 

Attorney General Holder. No. What you can expect from this 
Department of Justice, as long as I am the Attorney General, is 
that we will do our best to get you accurate information as quickly 
as we can. 

And I actually think that one of the problems with regard to the 
Fast and Furious response is that we were rushed. If people — al- 
though if you look at, you know, that e-mail, all those e-mails that 
we sent around, you see people are really interacting with one an- 
other, trying to find information. But I think there was a time 
pressure there that, frankly, they should not have allowed in the 
process. They should have taken more time, sent a placeholder re- 
sponse or something like that, and if it took 2 weeks to get a re- 
sponse back to Congress, that would have been better than I think 
the 4 or 5 days that it took. I think that is certainly one of the 
problems. And there was a lesson learned. 

Mr. Gowdy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Gowdy. 

The gentleman from Florida, Mr. Deutch, is recognized. 

Mr. Deutch. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

General Holder, welcome, thank you for spending the day with 
us. Thank you for your candid responses. 

I would note that sometimes facts get in the way of political the- 
atrics. And I appreciate your willingness to share facts with us 
today. 

I would like to just revisit this discussion by taking a step back 
for a minute, General. Can you, since we have delved into the 
weeds, can we back up for a second? When did you learn about Op- 
eration Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. Sometime in the beginning of the 
year. It would have been I think after I got those letters from Sen- 
ator Grassley on January the 31st. And at some point after that, 
I think sometime in February, I first learned about Operation Fast 
and Furious. 

Mr. Deutch. And what did you tell the U.S. Attorney’s Offices? 
What notice did you send them when you learned of this? 

Attorney General Holder. After I ordered the Inspector General 
investigation, in March, I sent a directive to all of the U.S. Attor- 
ney’s Offices that gun walking was not acceptable, not an accept- 
able technique or tactic, that it was contrary to DOJ policy. I had 
the Deputy Attorney General send that out to all of the U.S. Attor- 
neys. 

Mr. Deutch. And that was after you ordered the investigation. 
And tell me about the investigation that you were ordering. 
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Attorney General Holder. The order for the investigation was on 
February 28. I thought that I was getting conflicting information 
from people within the Department of Justice and what I was read- 
ing in the media and, frankly, what Congress was bringing to my 
attention. And it just seemed to me that I needed to have — find a 
mechanism to finally resolve what these conflicting positions, and 
as a result, I ordered — I asked the Inspector General to engage in 
this investigation. 

Mr. Deutch. And what is the time frame of that investigation? 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure. They are — I know, 
they are feverishly working on it. When it will actually be com- 
pleted, I don’t know. 

Mr. Deutch. I appreciate that. 

There are 64,000 guns in Mexico is the number that I under- 
stand. Ninety-five percent of the weapons recovered from murders 
in Mexico, 95 percent, were traced to the United States. Tens of 
thousands of weapons were traced to the United States. It is — this 
discussion is vitally important, but I think it is equally important 
for us to broaden the discussion to one of how to address the fact 
that there are still tens of thousands of weapons that are winding 
up in Mexico from our border. 

Can you speak, General, to the actions the Congress can take in 
order to help stem that flow of guns? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I think, certainly, if Congress 
were supportive of our funding requests to help ATF with these 
teams that we would like to send to the border — we tried to send 
14 at one point. I think we only sent seven or eight because of 
funding problems, these ATF teams that have an ability to monitor 
the trafficking of weapons into Mexico. That would be helpful. 

There is a trafficking statute, if Congress would pass — consider 
and pass that, I think that could help us as well. Support for that 
regulation that we put in place that deals with long guns and the 
sale of them over the course of, you know, a 5-day period. All of 
these things I think would be helpful. And a more protracted dia- 
logue about what the nature of the problem is, which is a national 
security threat to the United States. You know, it is not only the 
executive branch that has ideas that I think could be useful. I am 
sure there are great ideas in Congress as well. And to the extent 
that we can identify them, work on them, and do so in a way that 
is respectful of and consistent with the Second Amendment, I think 
that would be very useful. 

Mr. Deutch. I agree. I also would suggest, General, that it is 
worth broadening this debate to within our own borders as well. 

I think it is worth noting that 100,000 people a year in America 
are shot in gun violence; 32,000 died from gun violence last year; 
20,000 American children and teens are shot every year involving 
gun violence. Every day in America 270 people in America, 47 of 
them children and teens, are shot. And every day, 87 people die 
from gun violence in this country. 

This is a very important hearing. And this is an important dis- 
cussion about this operation and the investigation that you have 
started. 

I think, unfortunately, the debate that we are not having often 
enough here is one about gun violence in this country, is one that 
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acknowledges the fact that law enforcement officers in our country 
now need to carry assault weapons themselves in order to match 
the firepower of the criminals who carry assault weapons. There 
was a survey done of about two dozen police departments by the 
International Association of Chiefs of Police that since 2004, all of 
the agencies have either added assault weapons to patrol units or 
replaced existing weapons with military-style assault rifles. Mili- 
tary-style assault weapons are now necessary. They are needed by 
our police officers because assault weapons are flowing freely with- 
in our own borders. 

And while this discussion is important, we live in a country 
where the assault weapon ban has expired, and we see assault 
weapons now flowing through the streets, causing our law enforce- 
ment to have to carry assault weapons. 

The gun show loophole continues to exist. And it is about time, 
and I say this only rhetorically, I don’t ask for your response, Gen- 
eral, but it is about time that we focus as a Congress on the steps 
that we need to take to decrease gun violence in this country and 
to get these assault weapons, that are created for the sole purpose 
of killing people, off of our streets one and for all. 

I very much appreciate your being here, and I appreciate this ex- 
change, General. Thanks so much for coming. 

Attorney General Holder. Thank you. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Deutch. 

The gentleman from Florida, Mr. Ross, is recognized. 

Mr. Ross. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And Mr. Attorney General, I thank you for being here. I know 
it has been a rather long day for all of us. I just want to clarify 
your understanding of your being here today, because there was 
some confusion I think at the beginning. Is it your understanding 
that you are here under oath, that you are under penalties of per- 
jury as to your testimony? 

Attorney General Holder. I am here to tell the truth, sure. 

Mr. Ross. Okay. So you believe that you are here under oath. Is 
that your understanding? 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure I am technically under 
oath, but I have an obligation to tell the truth. I don’t need to 
swear an oath; I am here to tell the truth. 

Mr. Ross. Thank you. I hope so. Thank you. 

Attorney General Holder. I am going to tell the truth. 

Mr. Ross. I want you to tell the truth. Because I want to ask you 
a little bit about your management style. 

Attorney General Holder. All right. 

Mr. Ross. You know, it looks as though that you have not really 
been reading any of the memos that you get on Fast and Furious. 
In fact, I think that your Chief of Staff Ken Ohlson has testified 
before the Senate Judiciary Committee that he also did not read 
the memos sent to your attention regarding Fast and Furious. And 
I am just curious, why would that be? You learn about this oper- 
ation sometime after the first of the year this year, and yet it has 
been going on for a year. You are the number one law enforcement 
officer in this country. And yet you don’t know what is going on. 
That would make me upset if I was in your position. Does it not 
you? 
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Attorney General Holder. You have to understand these memos 
that you are talking about are weekly reports that come to the Of- 
fice of the Attorney General, the Office of the Deputy Attorney 
General. And they are statements by the various components of 
what is going on in them. If you look at the very things that we 
have submitted to Congress that show what actually dealt with 
Fast and Furious in those weekly reports, they don’t indicate any- 
thing about these bad tactics. 

Mr. Ross. Okay. 

Attorney General Holder. It talks only about Fast and Furious 
as if 

Mr. Ross. But somewhere in the line, somewhere in the line of 
authority, you have been — you are not new to this. You were in the 
Office of Public Integrity, what, for 12 years? 

Attorney General Holder. Public Integrity Section. 

Mr. Ross. Yeah, Public Integrity Section for 12 years. You were 
Deputy Attorney General for 3 years. None of this structure is new 
to you. And yet there is somebody below you, and not your chief 
of staff, because he didn’t read the memos, but there is somebody 
who is reading these memos. Why are they not reporting to you? 

Attorney General Holder. Because if you read the memos, read 
them, if you will read the memos you will see — and they are not 
memos, they are these excerpts — if you read these excerpts about 
Fast and Furious, all it says is that Fast and Furious essentially 
is going fine 

Mr. ROSS. But did you know what Fast and Furious was at that 
time? Did you know that it was akin to Wide Receiver but not the 
same? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Ross. Did you know what Fast and Furious was at all at 
that time? 

Attorney General Holder. No, I didn’t know about Fast and Fu- 
rious until about February of this year. 

Mr. Ross. Shouldn’t you have known? 

Attorney General Holder. No, because Fast and Furious is an 
operation, a regional operation. There are all kinds of operations 
going on right now in the Justice Department about which I know 
nothing because of the way in which the Department of Justice is 
structured. They are handled by 

Mr. Ross. Who specifically would have been reading those 
memos? Do you know by name who specifically would have been 
reading 

Attorney General Holder. People on my staff. 

Mr. Ross. Who are their names? 

Attorney General Holder. The people — whoever had the port- 
folio for ATF with regard to their weekly memos, NDIC with re- 
gard to their weekly memos. Those are the people on my staff who 
would have had that responsibility, making the initial determina- 
tion as to whether or not there was information contained in those 
reports that should be brought to my attention. 

Mr. Ross. Would you agree that one of the most fundamental 
principles of leadership is that you can delegate authority but you 
cannot delegate responsibility? 

Attorney General Holder. Okay. That sounds about right. 
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Mr. Ross. And would you be willing then to say that you are re- 
sponsible for Fast and Furious operation? 

Attorney General Holder. As I said, I am ultimately responsible 
for everything that happens in the Justice Department. 

Mr. Ross. Do you have any remorse for what happened with 
Agent Terry? 

Attorney General Holder. Of course, I do. 

Mr. Ross. Have you spoken to their family? Have you apologized 
to their family? 

Attorney General Holder. I have had contact with the family 
that I am not going into. The nature of my interaction with them 
is between me and them, and I will leave to them how they want 
to, if they want to, reveal that. People on my staff, in addition to 
me, are in constant touch with the Terry family. 

Mr. ROSS. But you have not apologized to them, as I understand 
it. 

Attorney General Holder. I will say that I have expressed my 
feelings to them, and I am going to leave 

Mr. Ross. You are the number one law enforcement officer in 
this country, and a law enforcement officer has died as a result of 
a botched operation. Don’t you feel some sense of remorse that you 
ought to apologize to the family? 

Attorney General Holder. I feel great remorse, great regret, and 
I have expressed this to the Terry family. I am not going to reveal 
to you in this setting the nature of the interaction 

Mr. Ross. Just real briefly. And I 

Attorney General Holder [continuing]. The nature of the inter- 
action that I have had with the Terry family. I am not going to do 
this in front of the media. I am not going do it in front of a Con- 
gressional — 

Mr. Ross. But you haven’t apologized. That is all I wanted to es- 
tablish. Now, you also testified in your opening statement that, as 
you state here, that used inflammatory and inappropriate rhetoric 
about particular one tragedy that occurred near the Southwest bor- 
der in an effort to score political points. Do you feel that somebody 
is trying to score political points with this incident? 

Attorney General Holder. With the Fast and Furious incident? 

Mr. Ross. Yes. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, let’s just say that some people 
have not let facts get in the way of 

Mr. Ross. And you are here with clean hands to say that. Cor- 
rect? 

Attorney General Holder. Excuse me? 

Mr. Ross. You are here with clean hands to say that. Because 
in your opening statement, you also allege, or you assert that, for 
example, earlier this year the majority of House Members voted to 
keep law enforcement in the dark when individuals purchase mul- 
tiple semi-automatic rifles and shotguns. Mr. Attorney General, it 
seems to me that you are trying score as many political points as 
you are asserting that somebody else has done in this operation. 
And I find that rather offensive. 

Attorney General Holder. What I have said there is factually 
accurate. I don’t have any problem with people, you know, criti- 
cizing me or the Department as long as what you say is factually 



86 


based. That is fine. I mean I understand that. I am a big guy. I 
have been in Washington for a long time. 

The concern I have is where things are thrown at the Depart- 
ment generally, and me personally, that are not factually based. 
That is where I draw the distinction. 

Mr. Ross. I see my time is up. I yield back. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Ross. 

The gentleman Puerto Rico, Mr. Pierluisi, is recognized. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you, General. I am sorry I haven’t been able to be here 
as long as I wished. I had a parallel hearing I couldn’t excuse my- 
self from. 

But the first thing that comes to my mind is that I should com- 
mend you, because the little time I have been here, I have been 
watching you. And I keep seeing that you keep saying, as I have 
said, as I have said, as I have said. And that leads me to believe 
that you have been asked so many questions, similar questions, 
and you have had the candor, the demeanor, the patience to deal 
with them. 

And that is what we should be expecting, and we expect from the 
Attorney General. And so that is why I thank you, and I commend 
you. 

Attorney General Holder. Thank you. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Stay like that, though, because this hasn’t fin- 
ished. 

But I have a couple of questions, a couple of comments. First, I 
am personally concerned about the gun shows and, obviously, the 
straw purchasers. And putting aside this Fast and Furious oper- 
ation, which you have already denounced, and you put a stop to it 
as soon as you learned of it, what else are you doing to deal with 
the straw purchases and the gun shows that seem to be, you know, 
like totally unregulated and so on? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, we have tried to make a priority 
the fight against gym violence. And we try to approach it in a vari- 
ety of ways, by being aggressive in going after those who traffic in 
firearms, to go after those people, convicted felons, for instance, 
who should not have access to weapons, to try to come up with 
ways in which we keep guns out of the hands of felons. And that 
is really important, because if you look at the number of police offi- 
cers who have been shot and, unfortunately, died over the last cou- 
ple of years, the vast majority of them have been shot by people 
who were felons and who should not have had access to weapons. 
And so we do a whole variety of things to try keep guns out of 
hands of people who should not have them. 

Mr. Pierluisi. That is good. 

One thing that bugs me is that for 5 and a half years, we haven’t 
had a permanent director at ATF. Yet I see lots of vacancies there. 
I see them in Puerto Rico, my district, my place; 45 percent of the 
slots are vacant, even though we have a huge crime issue and ille- 
gal gun issue. Is that affecting the level of resources that ATF has? 
I mean, is this lack of a permanent director affecting its mission, 
its ability to meet its mission? 

Attorney General Holder. I do think so. I think that internally 
an organization runs better when a person who is seen as the per- 
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manent head, the Senate-confirmed head is in charge. I think peo- 
ple respond better, although I think Todd Jones is doing a great 
job as the acting person now. 

But beyond that, a person who is Senate confirmed has the abil- 
ity in the budget process to lobby for his or her organization in a 
way that a person who is doing it in an acting capacity cannot. You 
just have more heft within the Administration, in dealing with 
Congress, if you are the confirmed head. And I think because ATF 
has been so long without a confirmed head, it has not had the abil- 
ity to argue as forcefully, as effectively as maybe some of the other 
components within the Department for resources. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Going back a bit to this Operation Fast and Furi- 
ous, I am the first one who recognizes that Congress has every 
right to do oversight on this issue and investigate and so on. And 
I know you do, too. 

But one thing that comes to my mind is that the moment you 
learned of it and you did not get the right answers from your 
troops, that is when you said, I am referring this to Inspector Gen- 
eral. And as far as I know, the Inspector General doesn’t report to 
you, has wide discretion. Her objectivity hasn’t been questioned. So 
this is in the proper hands. And is there an investigation ongoing 
at the moment? And what is — and another question I have is isn’t 
that your modus operandi? When you see any potential irregularity 
in your Department, isn’t the Inspector General the place you go 
to to try correct it? And then if there is going to be referrals, ad- 
ministrative actions, then they happen? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. I think that was — I thought 
that was the appropriate thing to do. I continue to think it is the 
appropriate thing to do, to have an independent Inspector General 
look at this situation, this flawed operation, and share with me and 
with the rest of the world what her conclusions will be. 

The Inspector General in the Justice Department has I think a 
deserved reputation for independence. There were a lot of inves- 
tigations that were done by the IG during the Bush administration 
that I think generated a lot of attention and I think were indicative 
of the kind of independence that the IG is capable of doing when 
it was making determinations about the Justice Department in 
which the office sits. I am confident that with regard to this mat- 
ter, the IG will be able to independently review this, as I described, 
flawed operation and come up with some facts upon which I can 
take further action. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 15 more seconds. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman is recognized for another 15 seconds. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Before I stop, my time has expired, I want to 
mention to you, Attorney General, that I have requested that 
ONDCP Director Gil Kerlikowske, the drug czar, craft what I call 
a Caribbean Border Initiative, something similar to the South- 
western Border Initiative. And the reason is straightforward. We 
are in a crisis in the Caribbean. Homicides at the worst possible 
level. More than half of the homicides in Puerto Rico are drug re- 
lated. The situation merits particular attention, a similar initiative 
to the one you have in the Southwest. I hope I will count on your 
support. 
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Attorney General Holder. The point you make is a very good 
one. The Administration has what is called the Caribbean Basin 
Security Initiative that is in place to deal with the island nations 
in the Caribbean and the problems that they are facing. I was in 
the Caribbean for 4 days, I guess 2 or 3 weeks ago, where I met 
with four heads of state, a variety of attorneys general and interior 
ministers to talk about — I was in the Dominican Republic. I was 
in Barbados. And I was in Trinidad. And I met with, as I said, 
those groups of people to deal with the situation that they are talk- 
ing about. And as Mexico is becoming more successful, drugs are 
now starting to flow through the Caribbean Nations both to the 
United States and then through Africa into Europe. 

Mr. PlERLUlSl. And there are two American territories, Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands right here. 

Attorney General Holder. That is very true. And the problem is 
one we have to confront. This is a national security issue that we 
have to confront. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Pierluisi. 

The gentlewoman from Florida, Ms. Adams, is recognized. 

Mrs. Adams. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Holder, I am going to ask you some questions, and I think 
they are pretty easy yes or no questions. Let’s see if we can go that 
route. Are you aware of a 1994 implementation DOJ was respon- 
sible — 

Attorney General Holder. I am sorry, I can’t hear you too well. 

Mrs. Adams. 1994, there was an implementation, DOJ was re- 
sponsible for the implementation of CALEA standards for law en- 
forcement. Are you aware of that? 

Attorney General Holder. I am note sure of the year, but I cer- 
tainly remember CALEA, yeah. 

Mrs. Adams. Does your agency operate under CALEA standards, 
or do you just implement them for law enforcement agencies across 
the country? 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure, do we operate under 
them? 

Mrs. Adams. Yes. I mean do you have that type of — are you ac- 
credited? I mean, you accredit other agencies. Are you following the 
same type of accreditation, guidelines as agencies throughout our 
Nation? 

Attorney General Holder. I assume that we do, yes. 

Mrs. Adams. You assume. So then you would agree that super- 
visory personnel are accountable for those people and in the per- 
formance of the people underneath them. Correct? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. As a general rule, sure, yes. 

Mrs. Adams. You know, I listened intently because I am one of 
those law enforcement officers. I am not a lawyer or anything else. 
And I also have a husband on the wall over in Judiciary Square. 
I have a lot of friends on that wall also. So I am going to come at 
it a different area. 

I take issue with you saying that we are trying make political 
points with Officer Terry’s death. To me it is personal. Okay? It is 
not political. One of our officers were killed with weapons that 
were allowed to walk. That should never have happened. I have 
worked in undercover. We never would allow weapons to walk. 
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Now, I have heard you say if we get this provision that would — 
the long guns then it would help. The problem is under Fast and 
Furious, it wouldn’t have helped, would it? Those weapons still 
would have walked, wouldn’t they? Under Fast and Furious, would 
they have walked or not. 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah, but 

Mrs. Adams. Yes. 

Attorney General Holder. One does not necessarily preclude the 
other. I mean, the fact is that under Fast and Furious, a flawed 
operation, and about which I have not tried to defend the con- 
duct — 

Mrs. Adams. Correct. I understand that. But under that system, 
would they not have walked? 

Attorney General Holder. In the larger picture, there is no 
question that the implementation of that long gun rule will de- 
crease the possibility that we will have further tragedies. 

Mrs. Adams. Mr. Attorney General, what my question was, 
under Fast and Furious, those weapons still would have walked, 
would they not? Yes or no? 

Attorney General Holder. You don’t dictate. The weapons went 
into the flow of commerce because of mistaken decisions that were 
made by people in the Justice Department. 

Mrs. Adams. Let’s talk about those decisions. Let’s talk about 
those decisions. Here we have an operation you get memos on, but 
no one, not you nor your chief of staff is reading those memos. 
Somewhere along the lines, somebody has to know something be- 
cause this is an operation that is not just within our borders; it is 
crossing international borders. So what rises to the level that the 
Attorney General of our United States needs to know? What is it 
that you need to know about that rises to that level that you have 
an operation crossing international borders? You now say that you 
didn’t find out about it until after the fact, and after inquiries hap- 
pened, after Mr. Terry — Officer Terry’s death. What is it that 
would rise to the level that you would have to sign off on? Since 
going across international borders isn’t one of them, could you tell 
me what would be? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, first of all, you are referring to 
these as memos. They were weekly reports. 

Mrs. Adams. Well, any operation. Is there an operation that 
would rise to the level that would need your sign off? 

Attorney General Holder. Sure, there are things that I have to 
sign off on. 

Mrs. Adams. But not this one, the one that crossed international 
borders. 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Issa. Would the gentlelady yield briefly? 

Attorney General Holder. Can I answer the question first? One 
has to understand, and I would urge you, if you have not done this, 
to look at these weekly reports, and to look at exactly what it 
was 

Mrs. Adams. Mr. Holder, I understand you had weekly reports. 
And I have got a couple more questions. I want to make sure I get 
them in. But I am asking you, and I ask you what would rise to 
the level for you to have to sign off on it? Because this apparently 
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did not. You said you had weekly reports that you didn’t review 
and your chief didn’t review. That is the question I asked, and you 
said there is, so I am waiting to hear. But while I wait for that 
answer, let me ask you another question. Because one of my col- 
leagues asked you about your e-mails. And you went straight to 
your work e-mail, hardly anybody has that. I am going to ask you 
a very direct question. You have a personal e-mail account. Did you 
at any time, at any time, e-mail on your personal account with 
Larry Breuer or Lanny Breuer and Gary Grindler in regards to 
Fast and Furious ever? 

Attorney General Holder. Ever? 

Mrs. Adams. Yes or no. 

Mr. Smith. The gentlewoman is recognized for an additional 
minute so the Attorney General can respond to her questions. 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t know. I can tell you that I 

Mrs. Adams. Would you check and get back with us? If you need 
some help, I am sure that your agency personnel can get into those 
computers. 

Attorney General Holder. Well, with regard to provision of e- 
mails, I thought I had made it clear that after February the 4th, 
it is not our intention to provide e-mail information, consistent 
with the way in which the Justice Department has always con- 
ducted itself. 

The exception that I made, that I made in the hope that the Jus- 
tice Department would be seen as transparent, was to go against 
that tradition and to make available deliberative material around 
the February 4 letter. 

Mrs. Adams. So, again, as in when you were here before and I 
asked you about a totally different issue, you were saying that you 
refused to provide that information. Is that correct? 

Attorney General Holder. I didn’t hear you — you were talking 
at the same time I was talking. And please, she can have more 
time. I don’t want to cut off your time. I just didn’t hear the ques- 
tion. 

Mrs. Adams. Previously, in another Committee, when you were 
here earlier, I asked you another question. You said you would not 
answer that question. Now you are saying that you won’t provide 
those e-mails because that is not consistent with whatever policy 
was previous. I am asking you if there is clean hands here, will you 
provide those e-mails to this Committee? 

Attorney General Holder. As I said 

Mrs. Adams. Yes or no? 

Attorney General Holder. I am going to act in a way that is con- 
sistent with the all Attorneys General before me. 

Mrs. Adams. That is not my question, Attorney General. You 
know, with due respect, that was not my question. I asked you, 
with clean hands, would you supply those e-mails, whether it is 
work related or personal e-mails, as they apply to anything that 
had to do with Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. And as I said 

Mrs. Adams. To this Committee? Yes or no? 

Attorney General Holder. As I said, with regard to the Justice 
Department as a whole 
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Mrs. Adams. I yield back, Mr. Chair. I am not going to get an 
answer. 

Attorney General Holder. As I said, with respect to the Justice 
Department as a whole, and I am certainly a member of the Justice 
Department, we will not provide memos after February the 4th. 
And that is a way in which we are 

Mrs. Adams. With regards to e-mails. I didn’t ask memos. I said 
e-mails. 

Attorney General Holder. Emails, memos, consistent with the 
way in which the Department of Justice has always conducted 
itself in its interaction 

Mrs. Adams. What about prior to February 4? 

Mr. Smith. The gentlewoman’s time has expired. 

The answer was no, is that correct, Mr. Attorney General. 

Attorney General Holder. No, but consistent with the way in 
which the Justice Department has always conducted itself. This is 
not something that I am making up in terms of new policy. 

Mr. Smith. I know. But you used the word “not.” I took “not” to 
be no. 

Attorney General Holder. Oh, I said no. I am saying no, but 
again, consistent with DOJ policy. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mrs. Adams. 

The gentleman from Arizona, Mr. Quayle, is recognized. 

Mr. Quayle. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And thank you, Attorney General Holder, for being here. 

I want to kind of go back to the February 4 letter as well that 
Mr. Gowdy was talking about earlier, because when we were look- 
ing over some of the e-mails between DOJ, ATF, and the U.S. At- 
torney’s Office in Phoenix, and trying to kind of parse the language 
of how they were going to respond to Senator Grassley’s letter 

Attorney General Holder. I am not hearing you very well on 
that mike. 

Mr. Quayle. Is that better? 

Attorney General Holder. Okay. 

Mr. Quayle. Okay. One of the things, just parsing the language 
and figuring out how to respond properly to Senator Grassley in 
the letter, for me, it kind of looked like you were starting — that 
group was starting to move into a not a coverup mode, but a mode 
that really is more intent on language rather than providing a 
straightforward response. At any time, wouldn’t it have been easi- 
er, because the letter was actually addressed to the director, Acting 
Director Melson, wouldn’t it have been easier, and do you know or 
if anybody else knows if Acting Director Melson actually just said, 
hey, why don’t I go in to Senator Grassley, talk to him, brief him, 
brief his staff on what the operation is all about rather than rely- 
ing on somebody who did not have the requisite information to 
draft a letter that turned out to be factually inaccurate that you 
later had to withdraw? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I think a couple things there. 
Acting Director Melson actually did come to the Committee headed 
by Chairman Issa on his own 

Mr. Quayle. But that was well after the letter. 
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Attorney General Holder. That is fine. That is fine. That is true. 
But he went in there and spoke to them on his own after — before 
we had scheduled an appointment with him. So he did that on his 
own. But with regard to the formation or the formation of that let- 
ter, ATF was intimately involved. If you look at the e-mails, you 
will see that you have people from ATF at a high level here in 
Washington, as well as ATF people in the field who were involved 
in the interaction, the back and forth of that e-mail traffic trying 
to get accurate information to send back to that congressional in- 
quiry. 

Mr. Quayle. And I would just say sometimes, it is just easier to 
just have a short briefing. And I don’t know if — did the acting di- 
rector offer to go and meet with Senator Grassley at that time, and 
then was he rebuffed and told not do that? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Quayle. He was not? 

Attorney General Holder. No. I think what we were doing was 
responding to a letter that was sent to us and that expected a let- 
ter back in response. 

Mr. Quayle. Well, it did say briefing. I am just curious, because 
I thought that would probably be the most efficient use of time and 
resources, rather than the back and forth of making sure that we 
have the language right. 

Attorney General Holder. My guess would be that having the 
Director show up would be the person who would have to get 
briefed in order to do that exchange of information. It is probably 
better to have the people who were lower down and closer to the 
facts be the ones who were involved. If you look at the e-mails, you 
will see that that was the case. 

Mr. Quayle. In talking about that letter, do you know when was 
the last time that the Department of Justice actually had to with- 
draw a letter that it sent to Congress? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t know. 

Mr. Quayle. So is it a rare thing or is it 

Attorney General Holder. Sure it is a rare thing. 

Mr. Quayle. It is a pretty rare thing. I mean, I know that Mr. 
Gowdy already addressed this issue, but what sort of policies have 
you put in place, or structural reforms have you put in place so 
that something like the factually, grossly factually inaccurate letter 
that was sent to Congress doesn’t happen again? And if it does, 
that the Department of Justice will act more swiftly in with- 
drawing that letter so that the Members of Congress can have ac- 
curate information? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, I think we have learned lessons 
here. And we have had requests for information regarding Fast and 
Furious since that time that, frankly, we have taken more time to 
respond to. We have sent interim responses to indicate that we are 
in the process of looking at information, gathering information to 
make sure that what we send is in fact accurate. 

I mean, you got to understand something. It is rare, as you said, 
and it is something about which I have great regret. This is not 
something I want to have happen on my watch. But I want to 
make sure that it doesn’t happen again. People who are in the De- 
partment who were involved in that process and have observed it 
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I think have all been sensitized in a way that perhaps we were not 
before, which is not to say that people were cavalier, but that I 
think we need to up our game and be even more careful than we 
had been in the past. 

Mr. Quayle. Okay. Have you put into place other structural re- 
forms to make sure that — I mean, you have stated the Fast and 
Furious was just an abject failure and had fundamental flaws — 
that are put into place so that something like Fast and Furious 
does not happen again? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah. I think that if you will look at 
all of the things that have been done at ATF, there is for instance 
now a protocol that has to be followed at ATF when gun trafficking 
is observed or when you are doing gun trafficking investigations. 
You cannot lose sight of guns. You have to make a decision about 
when an arrest is going to occur. What happened in Fast and Furi- 
ous under the new regulations, and assuming that they are fol- 
lowed, it could not happen. In addition, I have sent out, through 
the Deputy Attorney General, an edict that makes very clear that 
gun walking is simply an unacceptable practice. 

Mr. Quayle. I know that you are aware of this, but there is a 
number of Members of Congress that have called for your resigna- 
tion over this. So I just want to know, will you be resigning over — 
because of the fallout from Fast and Furious? 

Attorney General Holder. I have no intention of resigning. I am 
the Attorney General who put an end to these misguided tactics 
that were used in Fast and Furious when I found out about them. 
I am also the Attorney General who called on the Acting Inspector 
General to investigate this matter. I am also the Attorney Gen- 
eral — no, you know 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Quayle. Could I ask unanimous consent for 15 more sec- 
onds? 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman is recognized for an additional 15 sec- 
onds. 

Attorney General Holder. More time is fine. If I could finish my 
answer. 

Mr. Quayle. I was just asking you just a yes or no, and that is 
fine. But do you think that Mr. Breuer, Mr. Grindler should resign 
or be removed from their posts? 

Attorney General Holder. On the basis of the information that 
I have now, no. 

Mr. Quayle. What about Mr. Weinstein or Mr. Siskel, if we are 
going down another level? I know Mr. Siskel is over at the White 
House Counsel, but do you think that they should resign or be re- 
moved from their posts? 

Attorney General Holder. On the basis of the information I have 
now, no. 

Mr. Quayle. Okay. Thank you. 

Mr. Smith. Should anyone resign? 

Attorney General Holder. Again, on the basis of the information 
I have at this point, no. Now, there have been resignations that 
have occurred. Let’s not think that nothing has happened here 
since Fast and Furious was exposed. Resignations have occurred. 
People have been moved in terms of personnel actions. And as I in- 
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dicated, I guess in one of my responses to somebody, the personnel 
actions that I have ordered are initial ones, and I will be moni- 
toring the situation to see if there are other things that I should 
be doing. 

Mr. Smith. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Quayle. 

The gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. Griffin. 

Mr. Griffin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, General 
Holder for being here today, I just want to follow up on a few 
points my colleagues have touched on today. First of all, I want to 
talk a little bit about Ms. Adams’ point that she was making, and 
that is, certainly I worked at main Justice, I worked in the crimi- 
nal division with Assistant Attorney General Chertoff. I under- 
stand how much paper comes across your desk and everyone else’s 
desk. I understand that time is limited and you have to do the best 
you can to process a lot of information, I get that. But I think Ms. 
Adams raises a good point, and that is, at what point do you be- 
lieve the assistant Attorney General, or someone else, had or has 
an obligation to, particularly in your case, with Lanny Breuer, be- 
cause you have a close relationship, or a longstanding relationship 
with him, at what point is there an obligation for one of these sen- 
ior officials to raise something like this to your level? I understand 
that they are in briefings and you can’t read them all. 

There is a lot of stuff that my staff puts in my inbox, but they 
know that if it is something really urgent, they don’t stick it in my 
in box, they call me, they come in my office, they get in my face 
and say, hey, this is very important. 

So this is not just an operation, or this was not just an operation. 
This was, in fact, an international operation if taken — if looked at 
broadly, because the consequences of these firearms going across a 
border, and that was part of the plan. So my question would be, 
at what point is someone expected to raise something like this 
knowing that if it were maybe Canada or the U.K. Or some other 
country where we were trying to let guns walk. We certainly 
would, I would think, we would want to inform them or work with 
them. Help me understand what your perspective is on that, be- 
cause at some level, at some level, someone has to walk into your 
office and say, this should not be occurring. 

I want to give you one more fact on that, Mr. Breuer indicated 
that when he learned about gun walking in early 2010 instead of 
calling the head of the ATF, or telling you, he just asked two of 
his deputies to raise concerns with folks at the ATF. And so in 
light of what has happened, who and when should they come to 
you about something like this? 

Attorney General Holder. I think that is a very legitimate ques- 
tion. And Lanny Breuer has indicated that the information that he 
obtained about Operation Wide Receiver and the gun walking that 
happened there, or the failure of the mission to stop the flow of 
guns into Mexico, that is something that he should have brought 
to my attention, to the attention of the Deputy Attorney General. 
I think that is the kind of information that, in fact, should be. If 
we had an instance where you had evidence of gun walking, either 
the assistant — whoever had possession of that information, the As- 
sistant Attorney General, people in my staff, that is the kind of in- 
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formation that should have been brought to my attention. As Mr. 
Breuer indicated, he said that he made a mistake in not doing so. 

Mr. Griffin. Are there set policies on that now? 

Attorney General Holder. I am not sure there are set policies 
as much, you know, you have to look at this information and you 
have got to know what are the kinds of things that are routine and 
need not be brought to somebody’s attention, that which is impor- 
tant. 

Mr. Griffin. I am limited on time so I am going to try to move 
quickly. I would just suggest that regardless of what other issues 
might arise at the Department of Justice, you might want to put 
gun walking on a list somewhere as something that raises flags. 

The other question — I see my time is running out. I want to go 
back to what Mr. Lungren asked about earlier, he referred to a 
CBS article that talked about using antidotal cases to support a de- 
mand letter on long gun multiple sales, basically using a situation 
created by the government to support a policy argument folks in 
the government want to make. And your response was that that 
was somehow unrelated, or it was so far back in time that maybe 
it was unconnected. What exactly was your response on that to Mr. 
Lungren? 

Attorney General Holder. The statement, the notion that some- 
how this operation was used to justify the request for that regula- 
tion is simply not accurate. It did not happen that way. The oper- 
ation was conducted separate and apart from any desire to have 
this long gun regulation, that is simply not there. So that just 
didn’t happen. 

Mr. Griffin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 30 
more seconds. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman is recognized without objection for an- 
other 30 more seconds. 

Mr. Griffin. I look further down in that CBS news article and 
it says, “On January 4 of 2011,” because the quote referenced ear- 
lier was July of 2010 — ”on January 4, 2011, as ATF prepared a 
press conference to announce arrests in Fast and Furious, Newell 
saw it as another time to address multiple sale on long gun issue.” 
And the next day he e-mailed — Chait e-mailed Newell, “Bill, well 
done yesterday. In light of our request for demand letter 3, this 
case could be a strong supporting factor, if we could determine how 
many multiple sales of long guns occurred during the course of this 
case. 

I know I am running out of time. I just ask you to take another 
look at that. You may not have intended it, I don’t know what was 
going on over there, but clearly, some folks had what happened in 
Fast and Furious, they had that in mind as something to use to 
support a policy that people in this Administration are advocating 
for. So I just ask you to take a second look at that, this is an article 
on CBS News Web site yesterday. Thank you, thank you, Mr. 
Chairman, and thank you for being here. 

Attorney General Holder. Clearly an attempt to use Fast and 
Furious as a way to bolster the request for that long gun regulation 
would have been foolhardy given the flawed way in which Fast and 
Furious was carried out. 
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Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Griffin. The very patient gentleman 
from Nevada, Mr. Amodei is recognized. 

Mr. Amodei. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you General 
Holder for your patience, too. How would you describe your leader- 
ship style? 

Attorney General Holder. I am sorry? 

Mr. Amodei. How would you describe your leadership style? 

Attorney General Holder. I think I am a person who delegates 
pretty well. I think I set goals that I expect people to meet. I am 
not a micromanager, I hire good people, I invest them with the au- 
thority to carry out that which I expect them to do. Try to give 
them the resources they need in order to do their jobs. And I would 
think that on the basis of what I — being immodest here, what I 
have been able to do over the last couple years, 2 'A years, what- 
ever it has been at the Justice Department, I think I have done a 
good job in managing the Justice Department. 

Mr. Amodei. Do you lead from the front? 

Attorney General Holder. I’m sorry? 

Mr. Amodei. Do you lead from the front? 

Attorney General Holder. Yeah, I think I do. I don’t ask any- 
thing of the people who work for me that I would not be willing 
to do myself. I work hard, I work long hours, as do they. 

Mr. Amodei. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield the 
balance of my time to my colleague from South Carolina. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Gowdy has 
the balance of the time. 

Mr. Gowdy. I thank the gentleman. Mr. Holder there were a se- 
ries of wiretap applications made to the Department of Justice in 
Fast and Furious. Do you recall how many? 

Attorney General Holder. No. 

Mr. Gowdy. Several. Would you disagree with that? 

Attorney General Holder. I am sorry? 

Mr. Gowdy. Several? 

Attorney General Holder. I don’t know how many, but I have 
to say that with regards to discussions of wiretaps there is a lim- 
ited amount of information that I am going to be able to share in 
this forum. 

Mr. Gowdy. Right. And I am not going to ask you thinking that 
is going to get you in trouble with a Federal judge. 

Attorney General Holder. Please don’t. 

Mr. Gowdy. Those applications are voluminous, they are long 
and they are factual predicates to support the application for a 
wiretap, correct? 

Attorney General Holder. Speaking just generally and not — I 
won’t get in any trouble, speaking generally, that is accurate. 

Mr. Gowdy. Are you convinced there is no discussion of gun 
walking in any of those T-33 applications? 

Attorney General Holder. Again, I can’t get into the specifics. 

Mr. Gowdy. Have you read them? 

Attorney General Holder. I have not read them. 

Mr. Gowdy. Who approves them? Whose division is that? Is that 
the criminal division? 

Attorney General Holder. That is the criminal division. 

Mr. Gowdy. That would be Mr. Breuer? 
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Attorney General Holder. No, he only approves the roving wire- 
taps. 

Mr. Gowdy. Is he the head of the criminal division? 

Attorney General Holder. Right but there are no roving wire- 
taps in Operation Fast and Furious. 

Mr. Gowdy. But there are several wiretaps, wiretaps that have 
long factual predicate supporting the application. 

Attorney General Holder. I not seen them but I make that as- 
sumption. 

Mr. Gowdy. You haven’t read them, so you can’t say whether or 
not yet another Department of Justice official would have been put 
on notice that gun walking was part of Fast and Furious. 

Attorney General Holder. I can’t say that, but you cannot say 
it either. 

Mr. Gowdy. No, I can’t. 

Attorney General Holder. You can’t say the converse. 

Mr. Gowdy. No, I can’t. Who does Mr. Weich report to? 

Attorney General Holder. Who does Mr. 

Mr. Gowdy. Weich. 

Attorney General Holder. Ron Weich? 

Mr. Gowdy. Yeah. 

Attorney General Holder. I guess on the Justice Department 
chart probably through the Deputy Attorney General to me. 

Mr. Gowdy. What I am trying to get at, your defense of your 
friend Lanny Breuer, I guess at some level is admirable, I just 
don’t understand it. It took me a minute to get you to admit that 
he knew that guns were being walked and there are scores of e- 
mails where he admitted it. He assigned a prosecutor to Fast and 
Furious. This is someone who, on his own Web site, boasts of being 
one of the best 100 lawyers in America. He knew that guns were 
being walked; he assigned a prosecutor to Fast and Furious; he for- 
warded an e-mail to his home computer of a draft of Mr. Weich’s 
letter, and he is going to stick around, Mr. Attorney General? 

Attorney General Holder. Well, you are saying things. See you 
are doing what I asked you to not before and that is conflating 
things. He said — I said he knew about and he admitted he knew 
about gun walking when it came to Operation Wide Receiver. 
Shortly after. 

Mr. Gowdy. Mr. Holder, the letter is very specific. ATF makes 
every effort to interdict weapons that have been purchased ille- 
gally, and prevent their transportation to Mexico, is that true or 
false? 

Attorney General Holder. That is not accurate, but Mr. Breuer 
didn’t — as he indicated, he said he did not have anything do did 
with the creation. 

Mr. Gowdy. He forwarded this letter, a draft to his home com- 
puter. It does not take a long walk to get that he forwarded it to 
his home computer to read it. 

Attorney General Holder. I am only going by what Mr. Breuer 
has testified to, which is that he did not think that he reviewed the 
letter — reviewed the drafts before they went out. That is what he 
testified to. 

Mr. Gowdy. But you agree with me 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Pierluisi. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. The witness should 
be allowed to finish. 

Mr. Issa. Would the gentleman from Nevada be willing to further 
yield? 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from South Carolina has the time. 

Mr. Gowdy. I will be happy to yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. Issa. I thank the gentleman. Mr. Attorney General, if there 
were seven wiretaps and they were all approved under the criminal 
justice committee, the criminal division, certainly we would hope 
that between now and the time you next appear, you would read 
them as would Lanny Breuer in detail since he approved them 
through his minions. 

Attorney General Holder. Well 

Mr. Issa. Let me just go through one thing that I have to ask 
you, yesterday 

Attorney General Holder. Understand something 

Mr. Issa [continuing]. We became aware, Mr. Attorney Gen- 
eral — 

Attorney General Holder. Please. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Mr. Chairman, regular order. The time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. Issa. Mr. Attorney General, I didn’t ask you a question, I 
simply said I would like you to be aware. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from California has the time. The 
gentleman from California is granted an extra 1 minute to allow 
the AG to respond. 

Mr. Issa. There was no question. Here is the question 

Attorney General Holder. No 

Mr. Issa. Yesterday, Mr. Attorney General, we became aware of 
the e-mail between 

Mr. Pierluisi. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Issa. — Lanny Breuer and his deputy Jason Weinstein, about 
Fast and Furious in March time frame that they exist. Some of 
these, actually all of these, have been withheld from the Com- 
mittee. Will you agree to turn over those communications in the 
March time frame between Lanny Breuer and his deputy, Jason 
Weinstein? 

Attorney General Holder. March of what year? 

Mr. Issa. 2011. 

Attorney General Holder. As I have indicated we are not going 
to be turning over materials after February 

Mr. Issa. Are you aware that you are, in fact, by doing so, in the 
fact that we already issued from the Oversight Committee a sub- 
poena, you are standing in contempt of Congress unless you have 
a valid reason that you express it, that you provide logs which you 
refused to provide for the other information, otherwise you will 
leave the Committee no choice but to seek contempt for your failure 
to deliver, or to cite a constitutional exemption. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman’s time has expired, the Attorney Gen- 
eral will be allowed to respond. 

Attorney General Holder. We will respond in a way that is con- 
sistent with the way in which the Justice Department has always 
responded to those kinds of 
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Mr. Issa. That is not the question, Mr. Attorney General. 

Attorney General Holder. Can I 

Mr. Pierluisi. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smith. Please proceed, Mr. Attorney General. 

Attorney General Holder. We will respond in a way that other 
Attorneys General have, other justices. 

Mr. Issa. John Mitchell responded that way too. 

Mr. Pierluisi. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Attorney General Holder. Was that called for? Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Pierluisi. He should be allowed to 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from South Carolina has the time, 
but I am going allow the Attorney General. Do you have any fur- 
ther response to that question? 

Mr. Issa. To the question, Mr. Chairman, about whether or not 
he understood that it was in fact an act of contempt unless they 
recited a constitutional exemption and still had a responsibility to 
provide us logs, both of which they are refusing to do in testimony 
here today. 

Mr. Smith. The gentleman from South Carolina’s time has again 
expired. Do you have a final response, Mr. Attorney General? 

Attorney General Holder. Ms. Adams asked me about — Con- 
gresswoman Adams asked me about political points. The reference 
to John Mitchell, let’s think about that, think about that, at some 
point — as they said in the McCarthy hearings at some point, have 
you no shame? But in any case, I will say that with regard to — 
we have made our point clear how we will respond. With regard 
to the question of wiretap information, Mr. Gowdy knows there is 
only so much I will be able to say about wiretap information. So 
reading it should not lead anybody to believe that I am going to 
be free, unless I — you want to get me in real trouble with a Federal 
judge about what’s contained in a wiretapping. 

Ms. Adams. Mr. Chair. 

Mr. Smith. I thank you, Mr. Attorney General. Mr. Attorney 
General, thank you for your testimony today. Without objection, all 
Members will have 5 legislative days to submit additional written 
questions for the witness or additional materials for the record. I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Colorado, Mr. 
Polis, be assigned to the Subcommittee on Courts, Commercial and 
Administrative Law and the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism 
and Homeland Security. Is there an objection? If not, so ordered. 
The hearing is adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 4:05 p.m., the Committee was adjourned.] 




APPENDIX 


Material Submitted for the Hearing Record 


Prepared Statement of the Honorable Lamar Smith, a Representative in 

Congress from the State of Texas, and Chairman, Committee on the Judi- 
ciary 

Attorney General Eric Holder appeared before the House Judiciary Committee 
last May and we appreciate his willingness to appear today to address many issues, 
including questions about his previous testimony. 

While I am pleased to welcome back Attorney General Holder, I am disappointed 
in the Department’s repeated refusal to cooperate with this Committee’s oversight 
requests. 

This lack of cooperation is evident in the Department’s handling of inquiries re- 
lated to the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives’ (ATF’s) Operation 
Fast and Furious, and the death of Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry in December 
2010. 

Operation Fast and Furious intentionally allowed straw buyers for criminal orga- 
nizations to purchase hundreds of guns so that the ATF could track them across 
the U.S. -Mexico border. But Fast and Furious had a fatal flaw. Once purchased, 
there was no attempt to follow the firearms. Instead, the guns were allowed to cross 
over into Mexico without any coordination with Mexican authorities or any attempt 
to track the firearms. 

Tragically, two of the guns were found at the scene of the shooting death of Cus- 
toms and Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry. And by the Department’s own admis- 
sion, hundreds of guns remain unaccounted for. 

It’s been a year since the death of Agent Terry. Yet, many questions remain as 
to how such a reckless and dangerous law enforcement program was allowed to op- 
erate under the Justice Department. 

And inconsistent statements from Department officials about who knew what and 
when have only raised more concerns. 

I am also disappointed in how the Department has responded to my oversight re- 
quests regarding Justice Kagan’s involvement in health care legislation or related 
litigation while she served as United States Solicitor General. 

Despite claims from Obama administration officials that then-Solicitor General 
Kagan was “walled off’ 1 from discussions regarding the President’s health care law, 
recently released e-mails indicate there may be more to the story. 

On March 21, 2010, an e-mail from the Deputy Solicitor General forwarded to So- 
licitor General Kagan contained information about a meeting at the White House 
on the health care law and asked: “I think you should go, no? I will regardless but 
feel this is litigation of singular importance.” 2 Solicitor General Kagan responded 
by asking him for his phone number. 

We also know from the e-mails that she personally supported the legislation’s pas- 
sage. In a March 21, 2010, exchange with a Justice Department colleague discussing 
the health care legislation, Ms. Kagan exclaims, “I hear they have the votes, Larry!! 
Simply amazing.” 3 


1 E-mail from Principal Deputy Solicitor General Neal Katyal to Solicitor General Elena 
Kagan (Jun 15, 2010). 

2 E-mail from Principal Deputy Solicitor General Neal Katyal to Solicitor General Elena 
Kagan (Mar. 21, 2010). 

3 E-mail from Principal Deputy Solicitor General Neal Katyal to Justice Department Coun- 
selor Lawrence Tribe (Mar. 21, 2010). 
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These e-mails reveal inconsistencies with the administration’s claims that then- 
Solicitor General Kagan was walled off from this issue. 

To help clear up any confusion, I wrote the Justice Department to get additional 
documents and conduct staff interviews. It took nearly four months before the De- 
partment sent a one page response that denied my request. 

The Department did not assert any legal privilege over the requested information 
but simply refused to comply with the request. That is not a sufficient answer. 

Health care legislation was passed by the Senate on December 24, 2009. On Janu- 
ary 8, 2010, Ms. Kagan told the Deputy Solicitor General that she “definitely would 
like the Office of the Solicitor General to be involved in” 4 preparations to defend 
against challenges to the pending health care proposals. 5 

Ms. Kagan found out she was being considered for a potential Supreme Court va- 
cancy on March 5, 2010. 6 So the issue is how involved was she in health care discus- 
sions between January 8 and March 5. Just as President Nixon had an eighteen 
and a half minute gap, does Ms. Kagan have a two month gap? 

The Office of the Solicitor General is responsible for defending the positions of the 
federal government in litigation before the Supreme Court. So it was the duty of 
then Solicitor General Kagan to participate in meetings and discussions regarding 
the legal defense strategy for the President’s health care proposal. 

It would have been a surprising departure from her responsibilities for Solicitor 
General Kagan not to advise the Administration on the health care bill. 

But if the Department continues to assert that she was “walled off from day one” 7 
from discussions, then they should be willing to provide Congress and the public 
with documentation to prove that statement. 

The law clearly states that Justices must recuse themselves if they “participated 
as counsel, advisor or material witness concerning the proceeding or expressed an 
opinion concerning the merits of the particular case” 8 while they worked in a gov- 
ernment capacity. 

The public has a right to know the extent of Justice Kagan’s involvement with 
this legislation as well as any previously stated legal opinions about the legislation 
while she served as Solicitor General. 

The NFL would not allow a team to officiate its own game. If Justice Kagan was 
part of the Administration’s team that put the health care mandate into play, she 
should not officiate when it comes before the Supreme Court. 

If the Department has nothing to hide, why not provide Congress with the re- 
quested information? The continued refusal to cooperate with legitimate oversight 
inquiries only heightens concerns that she might have a conflict of interest. 

President Obama has promised an “open and transparent government.” 9 Unfortu- 
nately, we often see a closed and secretive Justice Department. 

I know all members of the Committee look forward to asking questions on these 
and other issues. 


4 E-mail from Principal Deputy Solicitor General Neal Katyal to Brian Hauck, Senior Counsel 
to Associate Attorney General Thomas Perrelli (Jan. 8, 2010). 

5 Health care passed the House on March 21, 2010, and was signed into law on March 23, 
2010 . 

6 The Nomination of Elena Kagan to he an Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States Before the S. Comm, on the Judiciary, 111th Cong. (2010) (written response of 
Elena Kagan to Supplemental questions from Senators Jeff Sessions, Orrin Hatch, Charles 
Grassley, Jon Kyi, Lindsey Graham, John Cornyn and Tom Coburn) 

7 E-mail from Principal Deputy Solicitor General Neal Katyal to Solicitor General Elena 
Kagan (Jun 15, 2010). 

8 28 U.S.C. 455(b)(3). 

9 Steven VanRoekel & Aneesh Chopra, Data.gov Goes Global, WhiteHouse.GOV (Dec. 5, 2011) 
available at, http://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2011/12/05/datagov-goes-global. 
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Response to Post-Hearing Questions from Judith C. Appelbaum, Acting As- 
sistant Attorney, General, Office of Legislative Affairs, U.S. Department 
of Justice 



U,S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 


OflU* of the Avdiiam Attorney GcncraJ 


HMHHgton. P C 20530 


The Honorable Lamar Smith 

Chairman JUN 0 5 2012 

Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington. D.C. 205 1 5 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Enclosed please find responses to questions for the record arising from the appearance of 
Attorney General Eric Holder before the Committee on December 8, 201 1. We hope that this 
information is of assistance to the Committee. 

Please do not hesitate to call upon us if we may be of additional assistance. The Office of 
Management and Budget has advised us that there is no objection to submission of this letter from 
the perspective of the Administration's program. 


Sincerely, 



C -L Zf W- 


J^lith C. Appelbaum 

Acting Assistant Attorney General 


Enclosure 

CC: The Honorable John Conyers. Jr. 

Ranking Member 
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Questions for the Record 
Attorney General Eric H. Holder, ,Jr. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
December 8, 201 1 


QUESTIONS POSED BY REPRESENTATIVE CHABOT 

1, Mr. Attorney General Holder, Under the International Traffic in Arms Regulations 
it I AH) it is a violatiun if the Arms Export Control Act (AjECA) to ‘•conspire to 
export, import, re-export or cause to be exported* any covered defense article 
without first obtaining written approval front the State Department, 

A, First, Did the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives (ATP) 
violate the Arms Export Control Act? 


We are unaware of evidence that ATF agents violated the Arms Export Control Act, 

Thai said, the Attorney General has made clear that the tactics used in Fast and Furious and in 
similar operations in the prior Administration like Wide Receiver, Hernandez and Medrano, 
should not have been used and must not be used again. In February 20 11 , the Attorney General 
asked the Department’s Office of the Inspector General to conduct a review , and he instructed 
the Deputy Attorney General in early March 20 1 1 to direct that such tactics not be used. 

U. In Fast and Furious, ATF encouraged gun dealers to continue to sell guns to 
known straw purchasers and the straw purchasers smuggled the guns over 
the border. If, as correspondence suggests, Federal Firearms l icensees would 
not have sold firearms to straw purchasers but for ATF's request, then did 
ATF cause these guns to be exported? 

Please see response to question 1(A), above. 


2. Mr, Holder, would you agree that permitting thousands of weapons into a sovereign 
nation- one that is, 1 might add, an ally of the Iii it id States- without that nation’s 
express permission has the potential to seriously undermine our critical relationship 
with that country? How w mild your office respond if Mexico were arming gangs in 
Americans cities with thousands of assault rifles to “try to get the big fish?” 

Response; 


As indicated above, the tactics used in Operation Fast and Furious and in similar 
operations in the prior Administration like Wide Receiver. Hernandez and Medrano, were 
inappropriate. That is why, soon after allegations of inappropriate tactics in Operation 'Fast and 
Furious came to light, the Attorney General instructed the Deputy Attorney General to direct that 
such tactics not he used. 
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QUESTIONS POSED BY REPRESENTATIVE 1S-SA 


3. On December 2, 2011, the Department of Justice formally withdrew its February 4, 
20 i i letter to Senator Grassier. 

When was the last time the Department of Justice withdrew a letter it had 
previously sent to Congress? Please provide the date of the letter and its recipient. 

The Department has only rarely withdrawn information it provided to Congress, it did 
so, for example, in connection with the replacement of certain United States Attorneys during the 
prior Administration. In ail instances, the Department takes seriously its obligation to provide 
Congress with accurate information. After it became clear that the Department's February 4, 
2011 Setter to Senator Grassley contained inaccurate information, tire Department appropriately 
withdrew that letter. Further, the Department provided the Committee with 1,364 pages of 
highly deliberative material in order to accommodate the Committee’s interest in understanding 
how the inaccurate information came to be included in the February 4, 201 1 letter. This 
extraordinary accommodation represented an exception to the Department’s longstanding 
position across Administrations of both political parties with respect to deliberative material 
generated in the course of responding to congressional oversight. Finally, as detailed in a letter 
to the- Committee from Deputy Attorney General Cole dated January 27, 2012, the Department 
has taken additional steps to ensure that Congress receives accurate information in response to its 
requests. 


4. In your testimony, you stated; I sent a directive to all at the U.S. Attorneys Offices 
that gun walking was not - not an acceptable technique ojrj tactic; that it was 
contrary to DOJ policy - and I had the Deputy Attorney General send that out to all 
Of the U.S, attorney s. 

To what specific Department of Justice policy is gun « alking contrary? Please 
provide a copy of the policy or memorandum, including the date on which it first 
became Department policy . 

As noted above, in early March 2011. the Attorney General instructed the Deputy 
Attorney General to issue a directive that the tactics used in Operation Fast and Furious arid in 
operations in the prior Administration, like Wide Receiver, Hernandez and: Medrano, should not: 
be used again. The prior ATF policy was reflected in ATF Order 3310.4B, dated February 2, 

1 989. Copies of the Deputy Attorney General’s directive and die ATF Order have been provided 
to the Committee. 


5 . 


in yuur testimony, you did not provide an answer w hen asked if you ever exchanged 
e-mails w ith Lanny Breucr or Gary Grindler using your personal e-mail account 
regarding Fast and Furious: 
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Q: I'm guing In ask you s very direct question. You have a personal 
e-mail account. Bid you at any time — at any lime — e-mail on 
yuui personal account with Larry Brener — or L uiiny Breuer 
and Gary Grmdter in regards to Fast and Furious ever? 

A; Ever? 

Q: Yes... 

A: I don’t know. I can tell you that I didn't kutm... 

A. Have you ever exchanged e-mail with Gary Grindlcr or I, winy Brener 
regarding Fast and Furious using vour personal e-mail account? 

The Department is in the process of producing or making available documents responsive 
to Congressional requests consistent with longstanding Department policies. To the extent 
responsive materials exist that post-date congressional review of this matter and were not 
generated in that context or to respond to media inquiries, and likewise do not implicate other 
recognised Department interests in confidentiality (for example matters occurring before a grand 
jury, investigative activities under seal or the disclosure of which is prohibited by law. core 
investigative information, or matters reflecting internal Department deliberations), we have or 
will produce or make them available for review. 

B. Have you ever exchanged e mail with Gary Grindier or Lanny Breuer 
regarding Fast and Furious using your Department of Justice e-mail 
account? 

Please see response to question 5(A), above 

C. Please provide a detailed account of violence in the State of Texas that has 
been connected to Operation Fast ami Furious. Has the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives and/or the Department of Justice 
authorized operations similar to Operation Fast and Furious in the State of 
Texas? 

Oil September 9, 201 1, the Department sent a letter to Chairman Issa and Senator 
Grassley explaining the circumstances in which firearms associated with Operation Fast and 
Furious were recovered in relation to a crime of violence. The crimes of violence discussed in 
that letter did not occur in the State of Texas. We are advised that, since that dale, ATF is not 
aware of add itional instances in which a firearm associated with Operation Fast and Furious was 
traced and coded as recovered in connection with a crime of violence in the United States. 

Following the public revelation nl inappropriate tactics used in Fast and Furious, the 
Department endeavored to identify ATF operations in which similar taefies were used. The 
Department thereafter notified the Committee of the additional operations it had identified, 
including some that occurred during the prior Administration, As we have noted, after the 
Attorney General learned tiff the inappropriate tactics used in Operation Fast and Furious, he 
instructed the Deputy Attorney General to issue a directive that those tactics not be used 
anywhere in Lite country, including in Texas. 


i 
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D, Have any weapons recovered at the crime scene where ICE Special Agent 
Jaime Zapata was murdered been traced back to the United States and/or 
Operation Fast and Furious? If sa, have any of those weapons been 
determined to be the murder w eapon? 

We are advised that ATF is unaware of a link between the tragic murder of ICE Special 
Agent Jaime Zapata and weapons sold in Arizona as part of Operation Fast and Furious, it 
would be inappropriate to comment further at (his time because the investigation into Special 
Agent Zapata’s murder is ongoing, 1 he Department Is committed to bringi ng those responsible 
for his murder to justice, 

E. Are there any estraditinu proceedings currently underway to bring suspects 
arrested in connection with the murder of ICE Special Agent Jaime Zapata 
to the United States to stand trial? 


It is a matter of public record that one person has been extradited from Mexico and 
charged in Connecticut with Special Agent Zapata’s murder. See United Stall's v. Julian Zapata 
Espinoza, .No, i l-ev-0011 1-RCL (D.D.C.). It would be inappropriate to comment further at this 
time because the investigation into Special Agent Zapata's murder is ongoing. 


6 . Recently, the Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) at the Department of Justice issued an 
opinion to settle a dispute between the United States Postal Service (USPS) and the 
Office of Personnel Management regarding USPS’s decision to stop making 
statutorily required Federal Employee Retirement System payments for its 
employees. Please provide a full, unredacted copy of OLC’s opinion in this dispute. 


Please see the following Link for the requested OLC opinion: 

ki»;//v*ww,it8stic e .fegv/dle Ofti I'/tto^ii-Beryfee-'fef S^itaottlpAf' 
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QUESTIONS POSED BY REPRESENTATIVE AMODEI 


7. Another concern ! have a boat these Mexican drug cartels is their involvement in 
human trafficking, particularly the trafficking of minors to the United Stales for 
sex-related activities. This is a major problem in Nevada. According to your own 
FBI agent Joseph Dickey, since 20113, over 1 ,0110 children have been rescued in the 
Las Vegas area alone. From 2002 to 2006, one local organisation reported serving 
over 3,000 trafficked minors. While more than 1,496 minors were prosecuted for 
prostitution-related charges from 1904-2007, only 10 johns were charged during 
that time. 

Wliat, if any, oversight have you provided for nr direction have you given to your 
staff to pursue hitman trafficking investigations and enforcement? And .specifically 
human trafficking of minors, including sex trafficking of minors? How many 
lawyers are assigned to these cases? What are you doing to pursue the trafficking 
rings that are victimizing these children? W hat are you doing to pursue the 
"johns?" Does your office prosecute child sex-trafficking victims or do you instead 
treat them as children in need of protection? 

In 201.0, the Attorney General spoke at the National Conference on Human Trafficking in 
Arlington, Virginia, at which he stated that "combating the entrapment, abuse, and exploitation 
of trafficking victims is one of this Justice Department's highest priorities.” That remains the 
case today 

During the last several years, we have taken significant steps to increase our efforts to 
combat the domestic prostitution of children. In May 201 1. vve enhanced out efforts to protect 
children Irons commercial sexual exploitation by expanding Project Safe Childhood (PSC) to 
coverall federal child sexual exploitation crimes, including the domestic prostitution of 
children. Before this expansion. PSC had been limited to technology-facilitated child sexual 
exploitation crimes. As part of PSC ‘ s expansion. United States Attorneys around the country 
were asked to assess the threats posed by the additional crimes PSC now covers, such as the 
domestic prostitution of children, and to develop strategic plans on how best to address these 
crimes with their local PSC coalitions. Those efforts are now underway. 

Each United States Attorney's Office has at least one attorney, its PSC Coordinator, who 
is responsible for handling federal child exploitation eases, including eases invol ving the 
commercial sexual exploitation of children. Moreover, the Criminal Division’s Child 
Exploitation and Obscenity Section (CEOS) has 1 6 trial attorneys who also prosecute child 
exploitation cases, including cases involving the domestic prostitution of children 

The Department is committed to actively pursuing traffickers who victimize our children 
through prostitution. Among other things, the FBI’s Crimes Against Children Unit manages the 
Innocence Lost National Initiative, which is turned at addressing the domestic sex trafficking of 
children,. According to the FBI, in the eight years since its inception, the initiative has resulted in 
the development of 44 dedicated task forces and working groups throughout the U.S. involving 

5 
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federal, state, and local law enforcement agencies working in tandem with U.S. Attorney's 
Offices, According to the FBI, as of January 20! 2, these groups have worked successfully to 
rescue more than 1 ,900 children, and to convict over 900 pimps, madams, and their associates 
who exploited children through prostitution, these convictions have resulted in lengthy 
sentences, including multiple life sentences, as well as the seizure of real property, vehicles, and 
monetary assets. 

The Department is also committed to prosecuting those who purchase or attempt to 
purchase sex with a minor when the evidence demonstrates that they knowingly procured a child 
in order to engage in a commercial sex act with him or her For example, in Operation Guardian 
Angel, an undercover operation conducted in the Western District of Missouri by the Human. 
Trafficking Rescue Project, a joint task force of the Independence, Mo., Police Department, the 
FBI. the Department o I Homeland Security's Immigration and Customs Enforcement, arid the 
Kansas City. Mo.. Police Department, offenders responded to advertisements placed mi the 
Internet clearly stating that the prostitutes were “little girls” and were “young." W hen the 
Offenders showed up and paid for a child prostitute, they were arrested and then prosecuted in 
federal court for the attempted commercial sex trafficking of a child. 

We agree with you that child victims of prostitution are victims in need of protection, not 
offenders in need of punishment. We thus take a victim-centered approach in ottr investigations 
and prosecutions of domestic child prostitution cases, with a focus on assisting the victims in 
obtaining appropriate services that will help them recover from the brutal victimization they have 
suffered. That said, the Department has not adopted a lived protocol, and prosecutors arc 
encouraged to evaluate each case on an individual basis and according to its merits. 


8. What current statistics can you give me about Department human trafficking 
enforcement across the country ? And in Nevada? 

Have you been able to quantify the trafficking problem itself in Nevada? If so, what 
have you found? Have you broken those numbers down by type of trafficking? By 
type of victim? By city ? 

If so, please provide that breakdown to me. If you do not have any statistics on the 
problem to* on the enforcement of federal trafficking law s, why not? 

In FY 201 1 , DOJ’s Civil Rights Division and U.S. Attorney’s Offices (USAOsj charged 
a record number of defendants with adult sex trafficking and forced labor crimes. , DOJ ’s Civil 
Rights Division and US AOs together brought 42 forced tabor and adult sex trafficking 
prosecutions in. 2011, charged 1 1 8 defendants, and secured 70 convictions. Of these 70 
convictions, 35 were predominantly for sex trafficking and 35 predominantly labor trafficking, 
although some eases involved both. The 1 1 8 defendants charged represents a 1 9% increase' over 
the .number of defendants charged in such cases during the previous year, and the highest number 
ever charged in a single year. These numbers do not include child sex trafficking cases. The 
combined number of federal trafficki ng con v ietions totaled 151, includi ng cases' invol ving forced 
labor, sex trafficking of adults, and sex trafficking of minors, compared to 141 such convictions 
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obtained in 2010 . We will include additional data in the forthcoming Attorney General's Annual 
Report to Congress and Assessment of U.S, Government Activities to Combat Trafficking in 
Persons for PY 201 ! (the Attorney General’s annual TIP reports. The Attorney General's annual 
TIP report contains many statistics relating to the enforcement of the federal T rafficking Victims 
Protection Act (TVPAj, including the numbers and ty pes of criminal cases filed, defendants 
charged, and defendants convicted. The most recent report covers PY 2010 and is available at 
ii ttpT/vvww.iustice.aovii'aWpubliCattotishtm, Regarding cases specific to Nevada, DO.f filed 1 
humm-traffiekirig related case in Nevada against 1 defendant in PY 2010. In PY 201 1, DOJ 
filed 3 human-tfafflekirig related cases against 5 defendants I note as well that an anti-human- 
tmfikking task force operates in Nevada. The Southern Nevada Human Trafficking Task Force 
consists of Ideal and federal law enforcement agencies, non-governmental victim service 
providers, and other partners, 


9. H hat additional resources do you need and what future plans will you make to 

crack down on this issue, particularly in Nevada? 

As the Attorney General recently reported in his Annual Report: to Congress and 
Assessment of U.S. Government Activities to Combat Trafficking in Persons for Fiscal Year 
2010, the Department's anti-trafficking efforts resulted in a record number of human trafficking 
prosecutions that year. In FY 201 ! , the Department with fewer resources - charged more 
defendants with forced labor and adult sex trafficking crimes than ever before. We recognize, 
however, that our work is ongoing and that we must look for every available means to increase 
the impact of our efforts. To that end, the Department is involved in, and in many cases leads, 
dozens of task forces across the country. These task forces include representatives from the 
Department of Justice, usually from a local United States Attorney's Office, along with other 
federal agencies, state and 1 ocstl law enforcement, and non-govemmentai victim service 
providers, 

In Nevada, the Department has established the Southern Nevada Human Trafficking T ask 
Force, based in fas Vegas. The Department also continues to fund a victim service organization, 
the Salvation Army of Las Vegas, to work w ith the task force. 

In addition, to further enhance our efforts, in 2(51 1 , the Department launched the Human 
Trafficking Enhanced Enforcement Initiative, which is designed to better coordinate federal 
criminal investigations and prosecutions of human trafficking offenses. As part of this initiative, 
the Departments of Justice, Homeland Security, and l abor formed Pilot Anti-Trafficking 
Coordination Teams in a small number of competitively-selected Pilot districts to focus on 
developing federal criminal human-trafficking investigations and prosecutions, bringing 
traffickers to justice, and dismantling human trafficking networks. 

A 2007 Government Accountability Office report stressed that human trafficking task 
fortes need comprehensive technical assistance, and the Department has responded. The 
Department's Office for Victims of Crime (OVl 1 and Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA) 
support training and technical assistance for human trafficking task forces across the nation. At 
the core of these efforts is conveying the importance of coordination and collaboration. The 
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Department's work involves working closely with the community and known experts in the 
human trafficking- field (both law enforcement and victim services! to conduct a community 
needs assessment, provide on-site technical assistance, facilitate a meeting of task force 
stakeholders, and offer follow-up support to the task force, as needed. Additionally, OVC*s 
Training and Technical Assistance Center is accepting training and technical assistance requests 
communities interested in starting anti-human trafficking task forces. The training and. technical 
assistance builds on "lessons learned* 5 from O.iP funded task, forces (including law enforcement 
agencies and victim service providers) and encourages a victim-centered approach to 
identifying, rescuing and serving trafficking victims and holding human traffickers accountable. 

fn January 201 1. OVC and HJA released the Anti-Human Trafficking Task Farce 
Strategy and Operations e-Ginde ( htttW/www.Ovcttac.gov/TaskForceGu ide/EGuide). Based 
on input and existing resources from the field, the e-guide provides critical guidance for starting 
new trafficking task forces and strengthening existing ones. It also features creative tools, 
examples and best practices, as well as links to tools, trainings, and other resources. The E- 
Guide and other training and technical assistance are informed by a planning committee of 
federal agency representatives, victim service providers and law enforcement officials involved 
in human trafficking work. 

The Department also continues to advance the D.S. -Mexico Human Trafficking Bilateral 
Enforcement Initiative, in collaboration with the Department of Homeland Security and Mexican 
law- enforcement counterparts, to develop high-impact bilateral investigations and prosecutions 
to. dismantle international human trafficking networks, resulting in landmark- convictions in 
coordinated prosecutions under both U.S. and Mexican Jaw'. 


10. Id your opinion, is additional federal legislation required to effectively combat the 

trafficking problem? If so, what would you recommend? 

The Department believes that the anti-trafficking cools provided by the TV PA, as 
subsequently revised, are highly sophisticated and well-tailored, and enable us to meet the 
unique challenges inherent in combating human trafficking. Since the passage of the TVPA in 
2000. and with the training each year of an increasing number of law enforcement officers, 
prosecutors, victim serv ice providers, and others, our investigation and prosecution of human 
trafficking eases has steadily ami significantly increased, indeed, in TV 2011, the Department 
indicted more defendants on human trafficking charges than ever before. The Department does 
not have a view at this time regarding the need for additional federal legislation. 
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QUESTIONS POSED HY RH'HEStM A I I V I SCOTT 


1 1 . What steps docs the Department of Justice plan to take to increase its focus ait 

investigating and prosecuting mortgage fraud* health care fraud (against private 
and public plans), and wrongdoing perpetrated at the highest levels of Wall Street 
financial firms? 

The Department of Justice is devoting significant resources to investigating anti 
prosecut ing mortgage fraud, health care fraud, ami fraud within the financial services industry . 
The Department's efforts have seen significant' results: in just the Iasi year, the Department has 
obtained sentences in major investment fraud eases of sixty and forty-five years; sentences of 
fifty, thirty-five and twenty years in Medicare fraud cases; and a sentence of thirty years against 
the chairn.mii of the nation' s largest privately held non depository mortgage company in a 
securities and hank fraud ease. We have also obtained sentences of eleven and ten years in 
insider trading cases on Wall Street 

The Department of Justice is committed to holding accountable those who have engaged 
in illegal practices in originating and securitizing loans in the mortgage industry. As President 
Obama announced on January 24, 20 1 2, during his State of the l fttkm' Address, the Justice 
Department is joining forces with state attorneys' general and other federal agencies to combat 
fraud and other such misconduct by creating the Residential Mortgage Backed Securities 
Working Group. The Residential Mortgage Backed Securities Working Group, a part of the 
Financial fraud Enforcement Task force, is a multi-district, multi-jurisdictional, multi-agency 
effort: at bringing to hear ail appropriate resources to get at the heart of the causes of our financial 
crisis. 

1 he President's announcement was followed shortly thereafter by the Department's 
February 9 , 201.2. announcement of the $25 billion settlement with the largest mortgage servicers 
in the country, ft. was ail historic settlement, both in the size and scope of the relief. As part of 
the joint federal-state agreement, the servicers will collectively dedicate $20 billion toward 
various forms of financial relief to borrowers. The agreement also requires the servicers to 
implement comprehensive new mortgage loan servicing standards, which will prevent the 
foreclosure abuses of the past. These new standards address violations such as use of*robo- 
stgned” affidavits in foreclosure proceedings; deceptive practices in the tillering of loan 
modifications: failures to offer non-foreclosure alternatives before foreclosing on borrowers with 
federally insured mortgages; and filing improper documentation in federal bankruptcy court. 

The agreement will also provide enhanced protections for service members Shat go beyond those 
required by the Serviecmembere Civil Relief Act (SCRA). Notably, the agreement does not 
prevent the government from punishing wrongful securitization conduct that will be the focus of 
the stew Residential Mortgage-Backed Securities Working Group discussed above. 

Similarly, on December 21 , 201 1 , the Department announced the largest fair lending 
Settlement in history , a S335 million agreement with Bank of America resolving claims that its 
Countrywide unit discriminated against African-American and Hispanic borrowers. 


113 


As we have said, this renewed approach builds on years of vigorous enforcement In just 
the last few years, the Department has convicted over 1 ,500 individuals around die country who 
engaged in numerous mortgage fraud schemes, these cases run the gamut from origination 
fraud, to appraisal fraud, to foreclosure, rescue fraud, and to loss mitigation fraud. We have 
prosecuted individuals and companies at every stage of the mortgage process, from beginning to 
end. 


In the area of bank Fraud and securities fraud, in June 201), Lee Parkas, Chairman of 
Taylor Bean & Whitaker ( i BW), which was one of the largest mortgage lending companies in 
the country, was sentenced to 30 years in prison for In's rote in a more than $2.9 billion fraud 
scheme relating to the fraudulent sale and purchase of mortgages and mortgage-hacked 
securities. This fraud scheme contributed to the failure not only of TBW but also of Colonial 
Bank, one of the twenty-five largest hanks in the United States. 

We have also prosecuted numerous investment fraud schemes involving losses to 
countless innocent and vulnerable investors across the country, many of whom lost their life 
savings to these schemes. These schemes resulted in hundreds of millions of dollars in losses, 
and in some instances, even billions of dollars in losses. 

The Department has also continued to aggressively investigate and successfully prosecute 
insider trading rings on Wall Street. T hese schemes threaten the integrity of our markets. Since 
October 2009, 59 people have been convicted for insider trading arising from a series of related 
investigations. 

The Depanmem Stas also achieved remarkable results in the effort to combat fraud 
against government health care programs. In May of 2009, the Attorney General and Health and 
Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius announced the creation of the Health Care Fraud 
Prevention and Enforcement Action Team (HEAT') and renewed their commitment to fighting 
health care fraud as a Cabinet-level priority. Since then. Medicare Fraud Strike Forces have 
charged more than 880 defendants with seeking to defraud Medicare of more than $2.9 billion 
taxpayer dollars, hi the four and a half years since they were created. Medicare Fraud Strike 
Forces have charged more than S ,300 defendants with seeking to defraud Medicare of 
approximately $4 billion taxpayer dollars. Also since HEAT was created, the Civil Division and 
U.S. Attorney’s Offices have recovered more than $8.82 billion in settlements, judgments, fines, 
restitution and forfeiture in health care fraud matters pursued under the False Claims Act and the 
Food. Drug and Cosmetic Act. This past fiscal year marked the second year in a row that more 
than S2 billion was recovered in civil health care fraud matters brought under the False Claims 
Act. Since the .False Claims Act was significantly amended in 1986 through FY 201. i , 'DOT'S 
Civil Division and ITS. Attorney’s Offices have recovered more than $21 billion in matters 
alleging fraud against government health care programs. 

Finally, as part, of the [’resident's FY 20 1 3 budget, the Department is requesting program 
increases totaling $55 million for economic fraud enforcement efforts, approximately an 8 
percent increase over FY 2012, This increase will support additional FBI agents, criminal 
prosecutors, civil litigators. In-house investigators, forensic accountants, paralegals, and other 
support positions to ultimately improve the Department's capacity to investigate and prosecute 
allegations of financial and mortgage fraud. This national initiative also includes resources for 
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programs that increase efficiency and productivity to help the financial management, case 
tracking, and workload data that drive investigations. The additional "resources will be allocated 
in areas of the country where the greatest need has been demonstrated. The Department will take 
steps toward implementing this initiative in FY 2012 by using existing resources to place special 
emphasis on financial and mortgage fraud investigations and cases in districts where the greatest 
needs are demonstrated. 


12, How has the Department of Justice used funds authorized to combat identity theft 

under the Identity Theft Penalty Enhancement Act (Public I , aw l OS-2751'.’ 

1 he Department of Justice did not request, and Congress did not approve, specific 
appropriations in the amounts and years authorized by the Act. Sec Pub. t. No. ) 08-275, $ 6 
(July 15, 2004) (“In addition to any other sums; authorized to be appropriated for this purpose, 
there is authorized to be appropriated to the Department of Justice, tor the investigation and 
prosecution of identity theft and related credit card and other fraud eases constituting felony 
violations of law, $2,000,000 for fisealyear 2005 and $3,000,000 for each of the 4 succeeding 
fiscal years.”). . Using available funds from other appropriations, the Department, through U.S. 
Attorney 's Offices and the Criminal and Tax Divisions, vigorously pursues appropriate cases of 
identity theft. Among many examples, on January 1 1 and 24, 2012. in the Middle District of 
Alabama, two tax preparers pleaded guilty to conspiracy to defraud the. government and 
aggravated identity theft for fraudulently inflating lax refunds by placing false information on 
their clients’ lux returns. They also filed tax returns in the names and Social Security numbers of 
individuals who did not know about, and did not authorize, the filing of tax returns on their 
behalf. In this case ~ which the Tax Division prosecuted - both defendants admitted that their 
offenses involved aver S 1 Bullion in tax loss and more than 50 victims of identity theft. 

On January 9, 2012, in the District of New Jersey, the leader of a fraud ring that engaged 
in identity theft and financial crimes which led to charges against 54 individuals pleaded guilty 
to a criminal information charging him with conspiracy to unlawfully produce identification 
documents and false identification documents, conspiracy to commit wire fraud affecting 
financial institutions and bank fraud, aggravated identity theft, money laundering, and conspiracy 
to defraud the Internal Revenue Service. The criminal organization, headquartered in Bergen 
County, New Jersey, obtained, brokered, and sold identity' documents to customers, for the 
purpose of committing credit card fraud, bank fraud and tax fraud. In total, the defendant 
defrauded various credit card companies, banks, and lenders out. nf approximately $4 million. 

He and bis co-conspirators also claimed more than $182,000 in tax refunds from the Internal 
Revenue Service through the filing of false and fictitious tax returns and accompanying 
documents. 

hi addition, on September 1 4, 201 1 , ilte ITS District Court for the Eastern District of 
Virginia sentenced a defendant to 1 4 years’ imprisonment fur operating an online business that 
sold counterfeit credit cards encoded with stolen account information. In this case which the 
Criminal Division’s Computer Crime and Intellectual Property Section prosecuted together with 
the ITS, Attorney’s Office - ITS. Secret Service agents uncovered a counterfeit credit card 
manufacturing operation aid nearly 2 1 .000 stolen credit card numbers and related information id 
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the defendant's computers and email accounts. According to court documents, credit card 
companies '-'have- identified thousands of fraudulent transactions using flic card numbers found in 
the defendant's possession, totaling more than $3 milium 


13. What steps is the Department of Justice taking to combat Organized Retail I hi ll" 

The Department currently plays a central role in coordinating informaium-sharing and 
cooperation with the private sector on organized retail theft. The FBI, through its Organized 
Retail I heft program, specifically focuses on the most significant retail theft cases involving the 
interstate transportation of stolen property, working closely with major retailers across the 
country to promote the sharing of intelligence. 

The, Department of Justice, through the US. Attorney's Offices, vigorously pursues 
organized retail theft cases. For example, on January 11 , 2012, the U.S, District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois sentenced a defendant to 78 months' imprisonment and ordered the 
defendant to pay restitution totaling $640,8 10 for directing a fraud scheme in, which he sold 
stolen, merchandise valued at more than $1 million over the Internet. According to court 
documents, between the spring of 2006 and September 2009, the defendant sold approximately 
79,300 items over eBay and Amazon for approximately S4.6 million, with virtually all of the 
merchandise having been stolen from retailers and valued at more than $1 million. Evidence in 
the case showed that the defendant purchased goods that he knew were stolen from organized 
retail theft crews and -sometimes directed these theft crews to bring him specific merchandise, 
which he purchased for amounts far below their retail or wholesale value. 

On. July 22. 2201 1, two Chinese nationals were arrested on federal charges in the Central 
District of California stemming from their role in a retail theft ring that used counterfeit credit 
cards to buy high-end electronics from Wal-Mart stores throughout the Los Angeles area. 
According to court documents, the theft ring was active for at least a year. The investigation 
revealed that the defendants used counterfeit credit cards produced in China, along with stolen 
credit card information, to purchase expensive high-end electronics from Wal-Mart stores 
throughout Southern California. The electronics included iPods, laptop computers, cameras and 
Nintendo Gameboys, The indictment notes that when one of the defendants was arrested earlier 
in 2(1 1 1 , he was in possession of a list of Wal-Mart stores, along with credit card numbers 
belonging to nearly 200 credit card holders in the IIS. and overseas. ICE estimated that the ring 
was responsible for close to a half million dollars in financial losses. 

In January 2011. six individuals were arrested in the Middle District of North Carolina 
for their alleged roles in a. conspiracy In steal baby formula from retail stores in several southern 
■states. According to the federal criminal complaint, from November 2009 to December 20 10, 
the defendants stole baby formula from retail stores in North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Kentucky, Georgia, Tennessee, and Virginia. The stolen product was collected in rented storage 
units in the High Point/Thomasviiie. North Carolina area and then transported in bulk to a 
grocery store in Union City, New Jersey, 
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Its October 20 1 0, iht- LIS. Attorney’s Office for the Northern District of California 
announced the guilty pleas of 15 defendants in two criminal organizations for their roles in a 
large-scale fencing operation to buy and sell over-the-counter health and beauty products and to 
launder the proceeds through complex financial transactions. The lead defendants in that case 
agreed to the entry of a money judgment against titan in the amount of $14,257,302 (which 
represents the gross proceeds The organization received from distributors who purchased stoical 
property during the period covered by die indictment') and the forfeiture of real property; five 
vehicles, approximately S 1 65.000 in cash; nine diamonds, twelve gold bars, and other assorted 
watches and jewelry seized on the day the defendants were arrested; and the funds in tort bank 
accounts, totaling $81,502.93. The defendants admitted that one defendant and his family used a 
focal San .lose business as a front for their illegal enterprise. 


14, On December 3, the Washington Post printed an article that reported significant 
aad persistent problems within the Office of the Pardon Attorney. You testified 
When you were confirmed that you would study the problems with the clemency 
advisory process and fix them. Please let us know what you hav e found and wliat 
changes you have made or plan to make. 

t he Department takes seriously the concents raised in the Washington. Post article 
concerning the pardon process. We have begun to investigate the statistical analysis referred to 
in the article, and will continue to do so. It hears noting that the statistical analysis did not 
account for a number of important criteria that are considered w hen evaluating a pardon petition, 
such as an applicant’s candor throughout the pardon process, remorse and atonement for Iris or 
her crimes, acceptance of responsibility for the conduct, post-conviction character and reputation 
in Ins or her community, including community service, and the nature and seriousness of the 
underlying offense. 


further, several changes have occurred since 2008, including the adoption of a diversity 
policy for the Office of the Pardon Attorney and the addition of a Spanish language section to its 
website. Office personnel are also working on a “Frequently Asked Questions” section for the 
website to ensure that clemency petitioners and their families understand that applications for 
executive clemency arc evaluated Solely on merit and that counsel need not be retained, or 
support of elected representatives secured, in order for applications to be considered. These 
changei reflect the Department's commitment to the integrity of the executive clemency process, 
and to the equal and fair evaluation of all applicants. 


15, It has been reported that the pardon attorney no Stinger assigns commutation cases 
to staff attorneys, and does not write a recommendation in the large majority of 
these cases. 


A. 


How docs this fulfill the Department’s responsibility to advise the president 
about the merits of each case? 
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The numbers of applications submitted for executive- clemency in the forms of 
presidential pardon arid commutation of sentence have increased dramatically in recent years, 
requiring the Pardon Attorney to make judicious use of his office's resources. The Pardon 
Attorney , assisted by a staff attorney and three paralegals, personally reviews each application 
for commutation of sentence and supervises the appropriate investigation of each case. 

The assertion that a recommendation is not prepared in the large majority of commutation 
cases is .income!. All commutation cases are forwarded to the White House with a specific 
recommendation for disposition, developed after careful consideration by the Pardon Attorney 
and review by the Deputy' Attorney General, to assist the President in the responsible exercise of 
Ms clemency authority. The length of a given recommendation and the amount of detail 
included therein depend on foe merit and complexity of the particular case. 

B, Doesn’t this make the commutation process meaningless For most 
applicants? 

No. As explained below, die evaluation of petitions for commutation of sentence follows 
a rigorous process designed to assess applicants based solely on the merits of their applications. 

C, How tan the pardon attorney himself conduct a meaningful review of 
thousands of com imitation petitions? 

To ensure that: each commutation application receives meaningful consideration, the 
Pardon Attorney is assisted in the commutation rev iew process by both a staff attorney and 
several paralegals. 

IT Even if most of these should be denied, if no one is really' looking at them, 
how do you know each one is without merit? 

Each commutation application received is considered carefully and thoroughly. Indeed, 
the Department of Justice Inspector General recently conducted a detailed audit of the processing 
of executive clemency applications and concluded, among other things, that the Office of the 
Pardon Attorney employs a reasonable approach to investigate the merits of clemency 
applications and develop its recommendations. 

E. We cun all agree thar no system is perfect. The legal system is no exception. 
There are mistakes. The Cuustitution gives the president a role in fixing such 
mistakes. How dues this procedure help the president do that? 

Requests for executive clemency have multiple layers of review, investigation, and 
recommendation. As previously indicated, requests are first directed to the Office of the Pardon 
Attorney, where the Pardon Attorney and his staff consider the application and review court 
documents, including the presentence investigation report, and, when appropriate, opinions of 
the trial and appellate courts. When a case is identified as appearing to have merit or to raise 
issues of fact that require further explication, the Pardon Attorney requests the United States 
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Attorney of the district of conviction and the sentencing judge to provide, comments and 
recommend,', uim- on the clemency request, 

Ai'ief careful edasideratidh, recommendations as to disposition of the petitions ate 
prepared by the Pardon Attorney and his staff and transmitted to the Office of the Deputy 
Attorney General, where they are closely reviewed. Ultimately, the Deputy Attorney General 
executes a recommendation regarding each commutation ease, and these recommendations are 
forwarded to the Office of the White House Counsel for consideration and decision by the 
President 

f. How docs the pardon office identify the rare exception that deserves a closer 
took? Political support? Media attention? If so, is that the bear way - the 
most fair way -- to make these decisions? 

Media, attention and political support do not play a role in the investigation or review of 
applications for executive clemency. The standards for considering commutation petitions are 
readily available to the public on die Office of the Pardon Attorney's website and include factors 
such as disparity or undue severity of sentence, critical illness or old age, and meritorious service 
rendered to the government by the petitioner, as well as other equitable factors that may be 
present in a given ease. Weighing the totality of circumstances, the Office of the Pardon 
Attorney, the Deputy Attorney General, and the White House Counsel work to identify 
meritorious cases. 


16, in 2008, then-candidate Barack Obamu promised that “if you get a federal grant, 
you can't use that grant money to proselytize the people you help and you can't 
discriminate against them -or against the people you hire on the basis of their 
religion," Yet, the Administration has failed to take any concrete steps ihus far to 
restore anti-discrimination protections and end policies put iu place by the George 
W. Bush Administration that permit the federal government to subsidize 
employment discrimination on the basis of religion. 

instead, when this Administration launched its version of the “faith-based 
initiative,” Administration officials explained that the issue of hiring discrimination 
on the basis of religion in taxpayer-funded social service contracts and grants would 
be reviewed on a case-by-case basis by the Justice Department. 

In June, [Mr. Nattier) asked l orn Perez, Assistant Attorney General for the Civil 
Rights Division, about this “case-by-case” review process. Mr. Perez, stated (hat the 
Civil Rights Division was nut leading the effort in the Justice Department and that 
he could not recall who in the Department was. 

A, If the Civil Rights Division is not responsible for this review , w hat 
component w ithin the Department is responsible? 
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In response to the June 29, 2007, opinion of the Office of Legal Counsel entitled 
Application of the Religious Freedom Restoration Act to the Award of a Gram Pursuant to the 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention . ict, commonly referred to as the “World Vision 
opinion," DOJ's Office of justice Programs (CMP) developed a policy that allows for a case-by- 
case review of applicants seeking a similar exemption. Under the policy; .a religious organization 
that applies for funding and requests an exemption under the Religious Freedom Restoration Act 
t{> enable it to prefer coreligionists in employment, notwithstanding a statutory prohibition on 
religious employment discrimination, is required to submit documentation to she OOJ grant- 
oraking component from which it has applied for funds, either OJP or the Department’s Office 
on Violence Against Women (OVW), certifying to each of the following statements: 

a) The Applicant will offer all federally-funded services to all qualified beneficiaries 
without regard for die religious or non-religious beliefs of those individuals, consistent 
with the requirements of 28 C.F.R. Fart 38, Equal Treatment for Faith-Based 
Organizations: 

b) Any activities of the Applicant that contain inherently religious content will be 
kept separate in time or location from any services supported by direct federal funding, 
and, if provided under such conditions, w ill be offered only on a voluntary basis, 
consistent with the requirements of 28 U.F.R. Part 38; and, 

c) The Applicant is a religious organization that sincerely believes that providing the 
services in question is an expression of its religious beliefs; that employing individuals of 
a particular religion is important to as religious exercise: and that having to abandon ns 
religious hiring practice, in order to receive the federal funding would substantially 
burden its religious exercise. 

B. Could you describe the Department’s case-by-case review process? 

Please see response to 16( A). above. 

CL What are the standards applied to each case in determining whether 
discrimination is permissible? 

Please see response to 16( A), above. 

0. Are there any past incidents w here the “case-by-case” review has been used? 
What were the outcomes of those eases? 

Neither OJP nor OVW received requests for exemptions to the prohibition on 
employment discrimination in PY 2009, the first gram year of the Obama Administration. 

For FY 2008, there were eight faith-based organizations that submitted certificates of 
exemption to OJP, and that continued to receive funding in FY 2009. 
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E. What fe lb« procedure fur other agencies to work with the Department of 
Justice to address issues of religious hiring discrimination through the “case- 
by-case” process? 

As with any other legal question posed to the justice Department by other executive 
branch agencies, the agency should initially contact the Department's Office of Legal Counsel, 
which will consider the matter and respond appropriately, 

F. Have there been any discussions w ith President Obama and other White 
House officials regarding this “case-by-case” review ? 

As a general matter, the Department of Justice does not disclose internal Administration 
discussions. 



QUESTIONS POSED BY REPRESENTATIVE CHU 


17. Ob August 24, 2011, the Associated Press published an investigative article 

describing intelligence gathering by the NYPD, through collaboration with the CIA, 
of the Muslim community. This surveillance included targeting mosques, student 
groups, restaurants and even motorists in both New York City anil outside the 
NYPD** jurisdiction. Several members of Congress and a number of community 
amt civil rights groups have requested that Department of Justice open an 
investigation into the NYPD because its unlaw ful profiling violates both the 
Constitution and federal latv. What is the status of these requests? W hen will IIOJ 
make a determination on whether or not to open an investigation into this matter? 

The Department takes its responsibility to enforce civil rights laws addressing 
constitutional violations by law enforcement officers and agencies very seriously, including 
patterns and practices of constitutional violations resulting from policing practices. The 
Department is.revicwing the requests to investigate the allegations of unconstitutional 
..surveillance by the NYPD, 


IS. A. What is DOJ doing in order to ensure that states are in compliance with 
Section 203 of the Voting Rights Act? Four additional states will require 
Asian Pacific American Language translation of ballots in the upcoming 
elections. What is DCW doing to ensure that newly covered jurisdictions are 
aware of legal responsibilities under the law? In addition arc there any 
assurance that these jurisdictions w ill comply during the upcoming primaries 
and elections? 

The Department is committed to the vigorous enforcement of the language minority 
provisions bf the Voting Rights Act (Act), including Sections 203, 4(e) and 4(f)(4). Toward that 
end, the Department has established an active enforcement program, which includes monitoring 
and outreach, designed to ensure full compliance with those provisions. 

On October 1 3, 201 1, the Bureau of the Census issued its decennial determinations as to 
which political subdivisions met the statutory criteria established by the coverage formulae 
contained in Section 203. Those jurisdictions sue thereby required to provide the minority 
language assistance prescribed by the Aci. In this cycle, the Census Bureau determined that 248 
counties and other political jurisdictions in 25 states are required to provide language assistance, 
in dozens of minority- languages, A total of 35 jurisdictions now are covered by Section 203 for 
the first time. Another 1 9 jurisdictions that already were covered by Section 203 are now 
required to provide language assistance in additional languages. The minority languages 
qualifying fot assistance in jurisdictions newly covered by the Act included Spanish; Asian 
Indian and Bangladeshi- Filipino: Chinese; Vietnamese; Alaskan Native languages such as 
laupWt and Yupifc: and American Indian languages such as Choctaw, Yuma, and Ilopi. 



122 


Hie Department had long, anticipated the release of these determinations. I he Civil 
Rights Division’s Voting Section had plans in place to notify jurisdictions, particularly those 
newly-covered under Section 203, of the determinations and offer assistance as they develop 
their language assistance programs to meet their obligations. 

In October and November of 201 1 . immediately following the Census Bureau's 
announcement, the Voting Section wrote to every jurisdiction covered by Section 203 of the Act 
let explain the nature of its obligations to provide language minority assistance. These letters 
necessarily were tailored to take into account each jurisdiction’s unique statutory coverage ami 
other circumstances. For example, different letters were sent to jurisdictions depending on 
whether their coverage by Section 203 was new or established; whether they also were covered 
by the language, minority provisions of Section 4(f)(4) of the Act; or whether there were special 
circumstances arising from the particular coverage formula that applied to them. Each state that 
contained a covered jurisdiction received a separate letter as well. Finally, a number of 
jurisdictions that were no longer covered by Section 203 but have continuing minority language 
assistance obligations under Section 4(f)(4 ) received letters reminding them of their remaining 
statutory responsibilities. 

The primary focus of the Department's outreach efforts, however, was to follow-up with 
the 54 jurisdictions that either were newly covered or covered for an additional language. 
Department attorneys contacted those jurisdictions by telephone to determine their needs and 
whether they were likely to comply voluntarily with their obligations under the Act. Department 
attorneys are planning 'a- series of in-person meetings with the relevant officials and community: 
leaders from these jurisdictions that need nr want further assistance. 


In the event that a jurisdiction fails in its efforts to establish an effective minority 
language program, the Department remains fully committed to taking all necessary measures la 
bring it Into full compliance, including, where appropriate, the avaimmcemem.uf litigation. 

B. What has DQJ dune to ensure language niiniirity voters are not 

discriminated against or denied the right to vote because of their limited 
language proficiency? 


Aside from the Department’s programmatic efforts relating to the Section 203 
determinations released by the Census Bureau in ( telpher 20 1 1 , the Department has an ongoing 
anil long-term commitment to ensure compliance with the language minority provisions of the 
Voting Rights Act, 

The Department has provided current, practical guidance to local election officials on 
how to supply the language minority assistance required by the Act. The Attorney General has 
published guidelines entitled "Implementation of the Provisions of the Voting Rights Act 
Regarding Language Minority Groups,” 28 C.l'.R. Part 55, which are available cm the Justice 
Department's website. The Department most recently updated these guidelines in 201 1. The 
Department has contacted and met with state and local election officials and. minority community 
members in covered jurisdictions to address their concerns and questions and to explain the law. 
Department representatives have made presentations concerning the language minority 
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provisions of the Voting Rights Act at a number of conferences attended by state and local 
election officials and other stakeholders. 

Of course, the Department also has continued to perform its traditional 'enforcement role. 
St has pursued a number of investigations where jurisdictions appear to be failing to comply With 
Section 203 and related provisions. The Department has monitored press reports and complaints 
from local minority groups, if a covered jurisdiction is not complying with the law, the 
Department can offer a range of assistance to bring it into compliance. But where such efforts 
are unavailing, the Department has sought, and will continue to seek, judicial enforcement. 
Recently enforcement actions include Lorain County. Ohio (2011); Alameda County, California 
(2011); Cuyahoga County, Ohio (iOtO)J, and Riverside County. California (2010). See also 
* ’j >■ < i ■ . r-;'. i * i ; . ■ „ .■-> ■ ’ • rt’tse. Raising Claims 

Under the Language Minority Provisions of the Voting Rights Act”). Finally, the Department 
will continue to monitor elections where appropriate for compliance with Site minority' language 
provisions of the Voting Rights Act 

C. Has DO.1 investigated any puiential Section 2 cases on behalf ill language 
minority voters due to discrimination? 


The Department has pending Seclion 2 investigations of various election practices arid 
procedures, including methods of election, on behalf of language minority voters. The 
Department cannot discuss ongoing investigations. 

The Department has, in a number of cases, investigated and litigated claims for violations 
of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act on behalf of language minority voters i n conjunction with 
claims involving violations of the language minority provisions of the Act. The Department's 
website lists a number of cases asserting both kinds of claims. 

See httpigWww.twstiee.gov/'crtitabout/vtot/iitttMtfoit-’caatdi'sfcphp^s ec^OTc ases (“Cases 

Raising Claims Under the Language Minority Provisions of the Voting Rights Act"), 


19. How is DOJ ensuring that federal agencies will comply with Executive Order 13166 
which calk upon relevant federal agencies to create and implement guiding 
principles to improve access to federally conducted and federally assisted programs 
for persons of limited English Proficiency? 

The Federal Coordination and Compliance Section of the Civil Rights Division within the 
1 l.S, Department of Justice leads government-wide efforts to improve language access to federal 
and federally-assisted programs, as required by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 
.Executive Order 1 3 1 66, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English 
Pnificieh ey. 

As pari of its effort to ensure that federal agencies comply with EO 1 3 1 66. the Civil 
Rights Division created and leads an Interagency Working Group on Limited English 
Proficiency (LEP). Comprised of representatives from dozens of federal agencies, the Working 
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Group’s core mission is to build awareness of the need and methods to ensure that LEF persons 
have meaningful access to important federal and federally-assisted programs and to ensure 
implementation of language access requirements in a consistent and effective manner across 
agencies. Working Group members share promising practices, create and help to implement 
tools or other forms of technical assistance, identify common enfor cement issues, and exchange 
ideas for ensuring high-quality and cost-effective language assistance services. 

On February i 7, 201 1 , the Attorney Genera! issued a Memorandum to federal agencies 
regarding the government's renewed commitment to language access obligations under 
Executive Order 13166. The Attorney General’s Memorandum directed each federal agency to 
develop mid implement a system by which LEP persons can meaningfully access the agency’s 
services. 1 He Memorandum requested that federal agencies undertake several actions, including: 


• Conducting an inventory of languages most frequently encountered fry the Federal 
agency and identifying tire primary channels of contact with LEP community 
members; 

» Ensuring that agency staff can identify LEP contact situations and take die 
necessary steps to provide meaningful access; 

• When developing taring criteria, assessing the need for non-English language 
proficiency for particular positions in the agency; 

• For written translations, standardizing terminology, and streamlining processes 
for obtaining community feedback on the accuracy and quality of agency 
language assistance services; and, 

• Establishing a Language Access Working Group that is .responsible for 
implementing EO 13166. 

In addition, for agencies providing federal financial assistance that had not previously 
drafted guidance for recipients of federal financial assistance, the Attorney General asked that 
these federal agencies draft such guidance for review and approval by the Civil Rights Division, 
These requirements are currently in the process of being implemented. 

In addition to directing other federal agencies to renew their commitment to full 
compliance with EO 1 3 1 66, the Attorney General also has sought to ensure internal DOJ 
compliance with the Order, In a Memorandum to the heads of every DOJ component regarding 
language access obligations, the Attorney General outlined the Department’s efforts to ensure 
that all DO J components have the ability to communicate effectively with LEP individuals with 
whom they have contact, in order to comply with the expectations in this Memorandum; each of 
the approximately forty DOJ components is currently engaged in language access program 
planning to overcome language barriers across all of the Department's programs and activities. 
Once ail plans are reviewed and finalized, the DOJ Language Access Working Group will 
monitor the implementation and ongoing assessment of component and Departmental language 
access plans. 


20, DOJ’s existing guidance on racial profiling (“DOJ Guidance"), issued in 2003, 

outlines provisions to ban the practice of profiling. The guidance includes broad 
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exceptions for notional security anil border integrity'; but neither applies to profiling 
based on religion and national origin; nor to state and law enforcement agencies. It 
also larks a meaningful enforcement mechanism. This is problematic because a 
significant amount of racial profiling is religiously or nationality based. 

Additionally there needs to be some type of enforcement mechanism to discourage 
the act of racial profiling. I am aware that DOJ has been engaged in a review of its 
guidance for a few years. But thus far there has been no modifications or updates. I 
would like to know when w ill tills review he completed ami will it address these 
concents with its current language? What is the probability that it will address 
some of the concerns I’ve laid out in this paragraph? 

As the Attorney General has noted previously, he believes profiling is problematic, both 
because it is generally an ineffective law enforcement technique and because of its negative 
impact on the communities affected. At the Attorney General ’s request, the Department has 
created a working group to undertake a review of the June 2003 Guidance Regarding the Use of 
Race by federal I aw Enforcement Agencies, That review necessarily implicates a broad array 
of civil rights, taw enforcement, and national security interests across the federal government and 
requires careful consideration of a multitude of concerns, including those that you have raised. 
Although it is not possible to say for certain when the review of the 2003 Guidance will be 
completed, the review is ongoing, and the Attorney General looks forward to receiving the 
working group’s recommendations as soon as it completes its thorough evaluation. 


21, A. Recent FBI hate crimes statistics issued last month from the FIJI show that 
incidents against Muslims increased a staggering 50% between 2009 and 
2010. In light of these statistics, wbat will DOJ do to address this stark 
uptick in anti-Muslim incidents? 

The Hate Crime Statistics Act requires the FBI to collect crime statistics voluntarily 
submitted by slate and local law enforcement agencies. The FBI is aware of both the increase in 
anti-Muslim crimes and the increase in hate crimes generally. To provide perspective, in 2009 
6,604 hate crimes were reported, of which 125 (1 .9 per cent) were anti-Muslim crimes. In 2010 
6,628 hate crimes were reported, of which 1 60 (2.4 per cent) were anti-Muslim' crimes. 

Hie FBI continues to explore ways to decrease hate crimes arid hate incidents.- The 
investigations and successful prosecution of hate-crime perpetrators arc key elements hi the 
government’s effort to deter these crimes and protect their potential victims. In addition, each of 
the I' Bl’s 56 field offices has a robust Community Outreach Program. As an extension of tec 
FBI 's counterterrorism efforts, the Community Outreach Coordinators build and maintain 
relationships in their Muslim eomnnmilie.s, often placing the FBI in direct contact with Muslim 
community leaders. This maximizes the likelihood that anti-Muslim hate crimes wi ll be 
reported, which improves both the accuracy of that reporting and the opportunity to successfully 
Investigate these crimes and bring the perpetrators to justice, 

8, Several advocacy organizations submitted a letter to vonr office in January 
201 1 to voice their concerns about the rise of hate crimes against .Sikh, Arab, 
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and Hindu communities. The letter, to which there has yet to be a response, 
called for the FBI to begin documenting and tracking the number of hate 
crimes committed against the above mentioned communities. How docs the 
FBI intend to respond to this request? 


By letter dated January 13, 201 1, the Sikh Coalition addressed concerns regarding hate 
crime reporting to Attorney General Holder. By letter dated February 25. 2011, Thomas E. 

Perez, Assistant Attorney General of the Department's Civil Rights Division, replied to the 
inquiry on Attorney General Holder's behalf. Those letters are attached. 

The FBI's Uniform Crime Report (UCR) program collects hate crime data in accordance 
with foe Hate Crime Statistics Act of 1 990. as amended, and in compliance with the standards for 
nice and ethnicity designations established by the Office of Management and Budget. The 
current Hate Crime Incident Report Form collects “Anti-Mamie (Muslim)" data under the 
category of “religious bias motivation.’' We recognize the possible value of establishing separate 
categories for “anti-Arab." “anti-Sikh." and “anti-Hindu," but there is no current consensus on 
Uow-to define these terms (for example, should they be based on geography, culture, religion, or 
native language?), Absent a consensus on these definitions within the law enforcement 
community, or the establishment of definitions through legislation or executive guidance, it is 
premature to seek the requested revision of the reporting categories. 
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QUESTIONS POSED BY REPRESENTATIVE POUS 


22. I want to commend the Obama Administration and the Department of .justice in 
particular for its work to advance l.GKV equality. I am extremely pleased that 
President Obauta and you have rightly refused to defend the constitutionality of 
DUM A, the federal law banning recognition of sams-sex marriage, in court stud 
have already filed briefs on behalf of gay plaintiffs challenging DOMA. 1 am also 
pleased that the Department is using its tools to enforce students' rights under the 
Equal Protection Clause and Title IX of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 to address 
bullying and discrimination against LGBT students. I know the Department shares 
my deep concerns over the prevalence of bullying and discrimination against LGBT 
youth in our schools. Numerous studies have demonstrated that discrimination in 
school* contributes to high rates of absenteeism, dropouts, health and safety risks 
and outcomes, and academic undcrachievement among LGBT youth. Sadly, there is 
no federal tan prohibiting bully ing and discrimination based on sexual orientation 
or gender identity in our public schools. To combat this severe problem, 1 have 
introduced the Student Non-Discrimination Act, along w ith Senator Frankcn in the 
Senate. Now, I know Attorney General Holder, you said at a Senate bearing held a 
month ago shat you hoped that the Administration would soon support this bill. So 
1 ask you now, docs the Administration support this hill? 


I'hc Administration is pleased to support she Student Non-Discrimination Acs. which is 
an important piece of legislation aimed at ensuring that all of our students have the same right to 
go to school in an environment free of discrimination and harassment, and we look forward to 
working with Congress as this bill moves forward in the process. 


23, Mr. Attorney General, too many LGBT American citizens in Puerto Rico live i» 
fear of bias-motivated violence because of iheir sexual orientation or gender 
identity; in the past year, at least six transgender persons have been murdered. 
Although this violence may be part of the heightened level of violence currently 
confronting Puerto Rico, it is nonetheless disturbing and merits specific attention. 
The Civil Rights Division recently completed a comprehensive review of the Puerto 
Rico police department which found serious problems throughout the department 
which date hack many years. Given the prevalence of anti-UGBT violence in Puerto 
Rico and the existence of federal authority under the Matthew Shepard and James 
Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, what steps is the Department taking to 
address this urgent issue? 


In September 2011. DOJ's Civil Rights Division announced the results of a 
comprehensive civil rights investigation of the Puerto Rico Police Department, the second largest 
law enforcement agency in the country. The Division found a pattern or practice of unlawful 
conduct by officers involving use of excessive force, use of unreasonable force to suppress 
protected First Amendment rights, and unconstitutional searches and seizures. The investigation 
also uncovered other evidence that .PKPD frequently fails to police sex crimes and incidents of 
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domestic violence, and that PKFD engages in discriminatory policing practices that, target 
individuals oi'Dtiminieau descent. As part of the investigation, the Division expressed concern 
With the record pace of murders in Puerto Rico and other violent incidents involving Puerto 
Rico’s l.UBT community. The Division is currently working with Puerto Rico and community 
stakeholders to develop a comprehensive reform plan to address the violations and areas of 
concern, including measures to improve the Police Department’s policies, training, supervision, 
and accountability systems. In addition, in January 2012, a number of Department officials from 
the Civil Rights Division, the FBI and the Community Relations Service, met with transgender 
advocates, including the head of a transgender organization in Puerto Rico, to discuss the 
violence against transgender individuals that has occurred there. 

The Division believes that addressing the serious deficiencies noted in the civil rights 
investigation also will assist Puerto Rico in addressing its public safety challenges. Public safety 
depends heavily on the trust and cooperation of the community, which in turn depends on 
constitutional police practices. The Division's previous efforts in, working with police 
departments strongly suggest: that by addressing the concerns raised in the civil rights 
investigation, Puerto Rico will not only meet its constitutional obligations, but also reduce crime, 
improve public safety and increase public confidence, 

The Department of! Justice is committed to helping Puerto Rico address its public safety 
needs through the civil rights investigation and other efforts. For example, the Department is 
working to provide training and technical assistance to improve the investigative capacity of law- 
enforcement agencies in Puerto Rico. Since 2009, the Department has invested over SICK) 
million in grants in Puerto Rico, of which over $18 million supports the hiring of law- 
enforcement officers and technology support, more than S35 million supports programs 
combating violence against women, and more than $55 million supports programs including 
those aimed at reducing crime, curtailing underage drinking, improving forensic science and 
medical examiner services, reducing juvenile offending, and enhancing victim services and 
juvenile justice programs. The Department is committed to continuing this support. 


24. Mr. Attorney General, it’* been more than two years since the enactment of the 
Matthew Shepard and James Byrd. Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act (HCPA). 1 
w ant to thank yon for your tremendous leadership in finally getting the legislation 
passed — after more than a decade of delay. 1 know the Department is involved in 
training and outreach on the attributes of the new law. 


A. How many state and local officials have now been trained ort the new tools 
and jurisdiction of the HCPA? 


Pile Department has organized and led training conferences throughout the country at 
which over a thousand law enforcement officers and community stakeholders have been trained 
on the la w. its implementation and the identification, investigation and prosecution of hate 

crimes. 
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B. How many cases has the Department filed - and how many investigations are 
underway? 

The Department has filed seven eases under the criminal provision of the HOP A. IS 
U.S.C. § 240, The cases that have been resolved have resulted in the convictions of seven 
defendants. As of January i, 2012.278 bate crime cases were pending investigation by the FBI. 

e. Have any of the cases involved any of the new categories under the Aet — 
sc \u.i I orientation, gender, gender identity, or disability? 

in United Slates v. Beebe., el a). , three defendants were convicted for their foie in a 
racially-motivated assault on a 22-year-old mart of Navajo descent with a developmental 
disability. The Department presently has a number of open investigations of hate crimes 
involving a number of the categories under the Shepard- Byrd Act, including the new categories, 
lit addition, it is important to note that the success of the new law is not measured solely by the 
number of federal prosecutions that are brought, but rather by the overall response by federal, 
state and local law enforcement working together. Since the enactment of the new taw, the 
Department has coordinated with state and local law enforcement in response to hate crimes 
under the new categories, and, in a number of cases, state prosecutors have charged defendants in 
cases invol ving hate crimes based on sexual orientation or gender identity under their own state 
hate crimes law. 


Also, us you know, one important element of the HCI’A is the new hate crime data 
collection requirements for the FBI under the Hate Crime Statistics Act - Crimes 
directed at individuals on the basis of their gender or gender identity, and crime 
directed against juveniles and committed by juveniles. 

D. How soon will the FBI lie aide lo begin collecting and reporting that critical 
data? 


Response; 

Based on the Matthew Shepard and James Byrd, Jr., Hate Crimes Prevention Act, the 
FBI's Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program has proposed changes to the hate crime dam 
that is collected. I hese changes are currently under review by the Office of Management and 
Budget and will be forwarded to law enforcement agencies and UCR State Program Managers 
for implementation once that approval is obtained. 

While we cannot provide a firm implementation date at this point in the process,, we 
anticipate that in approximately January 2013 we will begin the collec tion of additional data 
regarding biases of gender t.inli male and anti- female! and gender identity (anti-transgender and 
anti-gender nonconforming), as well as the number ot juvenile victims and offenders. That time 
frame will coincide with the completion of the UCR Redevelopment Project, which is currently' 
underway and is designed to streamline the process of data collection and reporting, 
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Nitil'Huu Office 

40 Exchange Place • Suite 72* 
New Ndfk - New York * 10005 
{212} 055-3095 (<» 

(211) 2(8-4611 «} 


January 13,2011 


The Honorable Eric H. Hoi tier. Jo 
Attorney General of the United Stases 
95ft Pennsylvania A venae. NW 
Wa -.hinglon. DC 205 30-000 1 

Re; Including Sikhs in Hate Crime Incident Reporting 

Deai- Attorney General Holder: 

i ani writing on behalf of the Sikh Coalition, the largest Sikh civil rights organization in the United 
States, We met last September during a discussion with imerfaiih groups about the need to 
respond vigorously to pnst-Wll bigotry, and we deeply appreciate your support in this regard. 
Consistent with the spirit of that meeting, 1 air, writing today to request formal tracking of hate 
entries suffered by Sikhs Oritlie enclosed Mate Crime Incident Form (Foriri 1-699), 

By ini- own terms. Point 1-699 is designed to "assist the {federal Bureau of Irivestigadbii) in 
compiling timely, comprehensive, and accurate data regarding the incidence and prevalence of: 
hate crime throughout the Injation,'" Although our organization has documented several handled 
hiss attacks against Sikhs since September 1 1. 2001, it is our understanding that most of these 
incidents are officially classified us snMsi&mie (Muslim) hate crimes. When a discrete 
community is acutely susceptible to hate violence in the United States, it is critically important for 
federal authorities to devise means of tracking hate violence against the affected community. Oil 
this ground, we believe that failing to record hate crimes against Sikhs necessarily undermines our 
collective interest in compiling data which are comprehensive and accurate. 


r; o 


oalition 


fea mu# s jjgcfse 


Western Region Office 

39465 'Pisee Padre Parkway ' Suite 3550 
Freraohi.*- California * 94538 
(510)659-090(1 (6) 
fSJOj 659-0903 (if) 


As a practical matter, she inclusion of Sikhs on Form 1 -699 will entourage law enforcement 
- agencies nationwide to develop strongerxelatioMhips with the Sikh- 'eomnitmit - ' they serve; 

. Because Sikhs mwfa largely, linknown to law enforcemmt officMs,. members of our community 
.are., suseepribie to profiling and-'rouiirtely denied opportiiixities to serve. as.: law- 

eoforcemefflt officers-- Along: .these.litse^ Form 1-699 teeats Sikh Ahiertcahs m -if they: do.n&\exisii.- 
Ttefinelus'bn of Sikhs on Fbrm 1-699, on the other hand will be ; a catalyst .for- dialogue between. 
Sikhs :■&&&■ law eriforcemerit agencies natioriwide and motivate Sikhs in , the United States to. report', 
bate ciimes,, In the • fullness of time, we. hope mat stronger working: miatiomhips 'between 'Sikhs- 
•aficl law mifomemeni agencies will: allow Sikhs to overcome -the dsenmioatory banri ers that:ar&t36 
^teh.mtposed ohlfeetnfey law entoreemeiii ageneies armmd the nation. 
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fa light of the foregoing eoiicems, we would appreciate m opportunity to meet with .-you and 
your- colleagues for further discussion. We applaud effort^, by the department, of' Justice- to 
vindicate, civil .rights . and vigorously ' prosecute- hate crimes. and" We - lo$fc -foiWard- to: ccfttmitifeg 
omf parinership with your agency. 


'Respectful! y 'yours » . 


.Afji 


V 

'■/ 


J 


. . . V‘0. 

//%// 


/ 


Rajdeep Singh 

Bireettsr of Law and Policy 

(202) 747-4944 ! rajdcep@sikhcualiticm.org 


Enclosure 

cc: Me Brie Tiiseiiei Special Counsel for Religious Discrimination, -Civil- Rights Division 

Ms. Emily M. Loch, Counsel to the Assistant Attorney General, Civil Rights Division 
Mr. Gregory E. Scatbrc, Unit Chief, Crime Statistics Management Unit 
Ms. Kristi Donahue, Hate Crime Coordinator, Crime Statistics. Management Unit 
Ms. Gloria Chan, Executive Director. Congressional Asian Pacific American Caucus 
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ATTACHMENT C 


HATE CHIME INCIDENT REPORT 


Agency Nainc_ 


°»' l 1 I 1 I 


liKidcnl So. 1 1 

zernx 


a 


Dale of Incident . 


IMHL .»> otjtnu 4 ,Wf .i/ui n 


r of victims for each hui\-motlv(U**J o flout > 

01 Murder 05 Burglary 


09 Simple Autull 

10 Intimidation 

1 1 Destruction Damage 
Vandalism 


«»m-izn «cn*c 


M2 


] 02 Forcible Rape 06 Larceny -1 hell 
03 Robbery 07 Motor Vehicle Theft 

} 04 Aggravated Assault 08 Arson 


| Location (Check one for Offenst *1 / 


01 □ Air Bus Train Terminal 

02 Q Bank Savings am) l-oun 

03 □ Bar Night Club 

04 Q Church Synagogue Temple 

05 □ Commercial Office Building 

06 □ Construction Site 

07 □ Convenience Store 

08 Q Deportment Discount Store 


18 □ Parking l.otCiaragc 
I o □ Rental Storage Facility 

20 Q Residence ) lome 

21 □ Restaurant 

22 □ School College 

23 D Service Tins Station 

24 □ Specialty Store (TV. Eur, etc.) 

25 □ Other Unknown 


09 □ Drug Store Dr.S Office' Hospital 37 0 Abandoned Condemned Structure 


10 □ Field Woods 

11 □ Government Public Building 

12 □ Grocery Supermarket 


38 □ Amusement Park 
30 Q Arerm Stadium 1 Fairgrounds Coliseum 
40 □ ATM Separate from Bank 


47 □ (iambi ing f acility'/ Casino 

48 □ Industrial Site 

49 □ Military Installation 

50 □ Park Playground 

5 1 □ Rest Area 

52 O School-College UfuvcfMty 

53 □ Schrtt*l-I lementary Secondary 

54 □ Shelter-Mission' Homeless 

55 □ Shopping Mall 

56 G fritttl Lands 

57 □ Community Center 

Litter a Location for each offense having 
a different location thiin Offense • 1 : 


14 G Hotel ’Motel ‘etc. 

15 Q JaiFPrison 

16 Q 1 oke Waterway 

42 Q Comp Campground 

44 G Daycare Facility 

45 Q Dock NMutrfi Freight Mudul Terminal 



1 




17 Q Liquor Store 

46 Q Farm Facility 





| Bias .Motivation (Chick one for Offense *1.1 


Race Religion 

11 □ Anti-While 21 □ Anti-Jewish 

12 □ Anti-Black or African American 22 □ Anti-Catholic 

13 □ Anti-American Indian nr 23 O Anti-Protestani 

Alaska Native 

1 4 □ Anti-Asian 
I 5 □ Anti-Multiple Races, Croup 
16 □ Anti-Native Hawaiian or 

Other Pacific Islander 

l.thnkity 

32 □ Anti-Hispanic or latino 

33 □ Anti-Not Hispanic or Latino 

Disability 

51 D Anti-Physical Disability 

52 □ Anti-Mental Disability 


Gender 

61 Q Anti-Male 

62 Q Anti-Female 

_ Gender Identity 

24 □ Ami-lslsmic (Muslim) 71 □ Anti- framgendcr 

25 □ Anti-Other Religion 72 □ Anti-Gender N on-Con lorm ing 

26 □ Anti-Multiple Religions, Group 

27 O Anti-Atheism Agnosticism 


sexual Orientation 

41 □ Anti-Gay 

42 □ Anti-Lesbian 

43 □ Anti-LGBT (mixed group) 

44 □ Anti-Heterosexual 

45 □ Anti-Bisexual 


Lntcr a Bias Motivation for each ollcnu 
having a different bias motivation 


than offense M: 

« 1 


#3 [2 


#4 Q 



| Victim Type /Check all appl^uhU viefow typex for each affenxe Uxudahow ) U uuliuMuti | | Adult | I luxer.iie 


1 lnxlix»du.it* □ 

2 Business 

3 l tnancial Itisiilution □ 

4 Government 


D G D 5 Religious Orgnui/alloti Q Q Q Q 

Q G Q 6 Society 'Public ■ ■ ■ ■ 

B OP 7 Other G Q Q Q 

□ □ 8 Unknown Q Q □ Q 


"Indicate the total number of individuals I persons) who were victims in the inude I 


nrm 


— 

Total Number of Offender, [“l | fliu 'W )ar Unknown 0)f.njtr, f 

1 1 II V 1 "i 

la™ ) n!T!w™«i,miprnTT' 

1 t'J f, 1 


Race 

1 Q While 

2 Q Black or African American 

3 Q American Indian or 

Alaska Native 

5 G Multiple Races. Group 

6 Q Unknown 

7 Q Native Hawaiian or Other 

Pacific Islander 

Ethnicity 

H Q Hispanic or Latino 

N Q Not Hispanic or Latino 

M Q Multiple LthniciryN. Group 

U Q Unknown 


4 Q Asian 
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p.'STUt'CCIONS FOR TRHPAiUMr gtURTERi ¥ MATE C«IA1£ REPORT AMD HA TE IXCI&EIS’T REPORT 

This- report Is.-, authorized. fey Title 28, S&cti$n"534*.0 S- Code, and the Harq Cri me Statistics- Aer o.f '1990... Even. though you are 
not' required to respond, your .cofepfeM kte in usfo ; ig : .'ihli form to .report fiMevtrirues hfkVivit to . few- e« forceiiteni disriiig the quarter 
tvli t assist the FBI m'cojn|>iuiig hnkly, eomprdiensitfc, and acoorate - data' regarding the - rnfodence, and. prevalent e of h;«e crime 
thro.ugjK.vio the. Nafiop , Please - submit -this report ' quarter! y. fey ■ the .'15 th day a fer ■ tha c tose of the quarter: -and -any questions. ' to 
tftfr'FBI, Cr I m ids.! Justi ee . ftrib'rmai ion -Services-'' Division,. Alterfoorn U nifbrm Crime Reports/Modii !e. c-5. "l 000 Cystef HoI S ?w 
Htoadi, Clarks burg; West- Virginia 2630$: telephone : 3 04-$2 5-483 0; - fees dm fe :-3Q4--625-356-6. ' Under the- P'sperwo r •c.Reducdon 
Act, y<iU-'are''.tuSia|i.nredto eornptefe thss iomt unless it Cdtttei ns tb ' valid QMB comrai number.- ' The fonb rates.. ;fop ronnudaiy 
7 minutes fo-cphiplete. . Instructions for preparing 'the form .appear below, 

-7: — -. -* 7"| 

This report is-separari-.fro’oi and, in -addition, to the routine Spminajy UCK subtaisstan, in 'h&te-.erinte. : rep<»rtiq.g,'ci«.ere Is no 
■Mtenarehy Rule, 0 ffensa date. (itet j list arrest : dM£\} for Ihtiitudation and . Dos true Sion /Da,mfige/\ ? andaiis{0 ' afPrifoefty should. be. 
reported: Ors this form, all reportable bias-raoti voted btfontes should be a ■ eluded: regard less of whether arrests have taken place: 
Please -reter ttmbejrablteatfart Hate Cri me Data ' CoVfecf Ion Guidelines for addliio aa! information , 

At the end. -of each calendar -quarter, each reporting agency should sub suit % single- Quarterly Hm*- Crime-Report , together with, 
fmir.d'i vidua! kddent Report for each feias-tnKrti vateri incident tdftrUificad' during- 'tbe'-qUarter (if any)'.-. If ho bait- crimes' 'ocsurieil- . 
efu ring the; quarter,- the egerioy sfcbuM subiiui' only the .Quarterly. Hate-. Crime Repot;! :- 

The Quarterly UdisX'rim^ Report "sltouid.b.e used to : identify your agency., to state, the. Humber of b ias-niotivated incidents; btHiig 
reported, ter tbe calendar quarter,.- and -to delete, any i» eidents previously reported that have been, dec ermirted during (fee .reporting 
period .fibt: to have |>&eh "feotiv a}©4 by - bias.; 

{HATt-.C -RIME IM.IPF.NT BKWftT ’ " j 

Hi.: F.-'f oki.W Ik i>.vi j njx .i hijs-r, -fo.-rcu or m v.-i ':;*«■ Hi.ri« i n ir. ;r.-\ focr .v'ui-r:.".; I :: r. 

iru-hai^ zd..'s?.c.::a tevr rat .m .cpiirute f&pcr ■! ■ foci ■: and ejar.i;. :«* Ire rerwit 

Phi vi'de.The Agency Name,, Origi natlng Agettey Identifier (OR (};■ and bate: of iiteidem : -. 

I SCI BENT :N m BEK ; PI & vide an identify in ii - hioid-enf n u mber, pw fera'bfy your easel or file number; 

11C.R OFFENSE;- Provide codes, for' ail offenses, within the Incidsnl determined to be bias motivaxed and the tiCfrnbfer'of VlaisiH 
for each otfoiise; Irf multiple offense Incidents,; report only those offenses' dete.rfoi.tned to be' bras mbrivaied,. 

LOCATION j Provi de the mo-st appropriate toefoiofi: o f esch b las-iuoTEvated . offense . 

.BIAS MOTIVATION; Pfo vi de thd irarure -of' the- bias motivation ter each bias-motivated offense: 

VICTIM T¥l 5 Pls .Provide i. he type of vie t imfs I : icieriti fied wilh in the .fo-ditleni \VIi-e-r-e : !'he typ«"0f vibtiirt is 5;.td i'v id q au . fodfoate. the 
forai. smm ber of i fid hdti uai s (perso-irs)' 'wh o 'Itere-vl cmii s in the isicudeb?: the total, number of adult vlcfiiriC and" the ' t.(n a I ' midiber of 
.juvenile -Victims., SocIety/PuMic is applfoafeie only -ia the National lixcTdebt-Based^Kepor^ng System (NiSSS).. 

' TOTAL N'UMBEfe OF - O F'f 'EM JJLRS ; Provide tiie'.'ntipiber ofoffebders.. tbetotal n Umber of sdidt.'-otieiide:'te, : -anli the' total 
■. t5.ii.mte of jo offenders . Ih eidsnts itrv'bivi ng- rmilt-fo Sis ■ offenders ■ mus t -ifot be coded' as ■ t inkno wn O ffifodsh bid icatcau 

Unknown Offeiider WherE xiotliing Is fcnowrv alxfut ihe offender ihclud nig tlte'^Eferirler's 'race* When' the Saee: Of Olfosd'en s.) 
h$$- been idem rifted, : adicaxe at least, one - oflendef .. 

BA.C.ElE THN Kl.i'TT OF' 'O.FFENI»18(S} AS A 'GRO UPf ' Prb'vldo 'th V.racetethBteity'of the oitendesfs) m a group, ■' iftbe- 
Atijttte'of oiTOndfey is-oiitored ns-Iinkiidyfo. Ofteridcri. theu the 'teffe-acterN. .taoefolh rdciry ' nt usta l.fo be Indlesfedas f/nksfown; 
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FEB 2 5 20tl 

•Mr,' Raj deep Singh 
Director of Law and Policy 
.'Hie.. .Sitli. Coalition 
40- Exchange-. Place, • Suite-. 728 
-New Yorfc,;'KY i 0005-2769. 

Dear. Mr. Singh': ■ 

'This responds'-- to yburfettw to-'the Attorney General dated January 1 3 * 2-0 1 -I , .reqiiesiuxig- a- 
.meeting so discuss formal toaeking of hate crimes suffered hy Sikhs 'using youi enclosed Hsie- 
: Crime. fncid#?ii Form (Form 1-699). 

The €rinuMV'Seetion enforces tile federal 'criminal 'cmrrights statutes. peftaiiting.'to: 
incidents of official misconduct and violent ‘bias-motivated crimes,, ,4s- we discussed When. we ' 
met with you.-at the February' 9, 201.1, meeting of various oonmmMty groups, the Criminal 
■ lustice Informntioti Systems ■ Committees of the International AssociauCn of Chiefs: of Police 
(IACP)j 'the National Sheriffs; 5 Association (NS A} arid. the. National Crime -Information Center. 
.Advisory Policy Board (APB) provide oversi ght of the Ualform Grime Reporting (UCR) 
Program.. We recognize the concerns raised regmding form l«S99y however, the current version 
of the form reflectsffie itents that Collection through the OCR Program- 

oversight process. 

We hope this intbiTna.ti.oij is helpful. Please do sot hesitate to- contact the Depacrinent if 
we: niav be of assistance with this, or any- other .matter. 


Smcerdy, 



Thomas B. Perez 
Assistant, Attorney General 


O 



